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VII E important C ontroverſy of the 
| Catholick Church with the Arians, 
that is at preſent ſo warmly agi- 

tated, may, I think , be in great Mea- 


ſure reduced to this ſingle Point; namely, 
whether the Arians are guilty of Idolatry; 


a thing confeſſed on all Sides to be 4 very 
heinous Crime; and of which if they are 
found guilty, it will be an Argument of ſo 


great Weight as to fink their Cauſe, in the 


Judgment of all ſober aud unprejudiced Pers 
ons, 8 
Mis will give a comprehenſive as well as 
eaſy Deciſion of the whole Diſpute with our 
Arian Adverſaries, either open or diſguiſed; 
a Decifion, that lies level with all Capacities, 
and may be a Preſervative to the meaneſt 
Perſons, as well as others, from the Conta- 
gion of the ſpreading Hereſy, For what- 
ever Difficulties it may be pretended are ta 
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be found in e Doctrines, ſ. ure 


h it muſt be allow 


that we are generally 
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pretty competent Judges of the Nature of 
Devine Majhip, and the Proper. Objed of it, 
mit to the perticular: Perſons 
loſe Noitons ure here oppoſed, as I ſpall 
ee to ay f 
of their. Learning and Virtue, and onn l 
have a peculiar Eſteem: for the great Abili- 
ties f the, celebrated Author pf. the late 
Scripturę- 72 of the Tiigity, and 
highty honour him, not only out of Per ſond 
Regards, but for- the eminent Services done 
by, him to the Cauſe of - Religion. upon oth 
Occaſions |, ſo, T hope I ſhall never be induces 
a falſe Reverence of any Man's Characte, 
70 deſert the true Scripture- Doctrine a 
"explained by the Catholick.Church duriig 
[the Courſe of Seventeen Hundred Tears, 
und embrace. a. Corruption of the Chriſta 
Faith of pernicious Conſequence, condemned 
3 the antient Church, attended with greater 
Difficulties than the Catholic, Scheme, Difi. 
culties not only of a metaphyſical but moral 
Nature; and (as is proved in the folloning 
Diſcourſes) liable to the Imputation of donn. 
_ right Idolatry, a Thing plainly inconſiſtent 
«with the Chriſtian Religion, and therefort 


: 


0 be rejected with Abborrence by all ſerious 


and impartial Profeſſors of it. 
PVC BR dc 
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Reſpect to Men 
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Marr. 1v.*10. 

„ = , eien, Thou belt morſpip the 

10 Lord thy God, | and him only [bali thou 

„3000000 bt Tg 

1 HE SE Words are a Quotation of 
6 the Old Teſtament by our Bleſſed 

ars, Saviour, in order to give a Repulſe 

145 to the Devil, and baffle his Tempta- 

wed tt:on. , Agreeably to the Method uſed 

N by our Lord in the former Part of his Conflict 

| with Satan, namely, his repelling the fiery Darts 

iff of the Devil with Citations of the Word of 

Nel God, he triumphs over his and our Adverfary 

in in the concluding Part of the Temptation, in 

_ the Words of our preſent Text. For we are 
told in the preceding Verſes , that the Devil ver. 8, 9. 

lent took him up into an exceeding high Mountain, | 

fore and ſhew'd him all the Kingdoms of the World, 

%% and the Glory of them, (in a Moment of time, 


according to St. Luke) and ſaid unto him, Allc. 4. v. 3. 
theſe things will I give thee, if thou wilt fal! 
down and worſhip me. That is, the Devil re- Vid. Bo- 
et preſented to our Saviour in the large Vales, or oo . de 
open Air, round about ſome high Mountain, all % Jo | 
ory the Glory and Splendor of $i Greatneſs by Vol. 1 
3 1 Way of Apparition. There muſt have been a p. 948. 
ſudden vilionary Scene of glittering Crowns and He. Lug. 
„%%% LENT Scepters, Bar. 17 13. 


4 


Z 


11 | 


Scepters, of awful Thrones, of powerful Guards, 


and obſequious Attendants, of magnificent Ei- 
fices, and luxurious Tables, in order to dazzle 
the Eyes, and bribe the Imagination of our 


Lord, and at laſt extort a godlike Veneration 


and Honour from him, to that Perſon who moſt 
impudently pretended to the Diſpoſal of all theſe 


alluring Things. For St. Luke adds in this Diſ- 


g. 4. v. 6. courſe of the Devil, that he ſaid, Al this Power 


and Glory is deliver d unto me; and to whom. 
ever I will I give it. This pompous Shew, I 


ſay, muſt have been an Aerial Apparition made 


by the Power of the Devil; ſince it is impoſſible 


in the Nature of the 'Thing, that all the King- 
doms of the Earth and their Glory, could have 
been ſeen in Reality from the higheſt Mountain 
in the World, or indeed from ſeveral Mountains 


heaped upon one another. It is demonſtrable 


this could not have been performed either in 1 
Moment of time, or gradyally, from any one 
Place upon the Surface of the Earth. But hoy- 
ever that be, we find the Bleſſed Jeſus was infi- 


nitely ſuperiour to all the Charms of worldly 


Greatneſs, and rejected the Tempter's Offer 
with a juſt Scorn and Indignation, together wit 


a pious Zeal for the Honour of God. For we 


. 10 


are aſſured that he hen, that is, after all this 
ſplendid Apparition, faid unto the Tempter, Get 
thee hence, Satan; for it is written, Thou ſhalt 
worſhip the Lord thy God, and him only ſbalt 
thou ſerve. It is written fo indeed in the Book 


of God, not in the "Y ſame preciſe Expreſſions, 
but in Terms equivale! 
| Senſe and Import. For inſtance, in Deuteronomy, . 


nt to them as to their 


c. 6. v. 13. it is written, Thou ſhalt fear the Lord 


thy God, and ſerve him: where by Fearing is to 
be underſtood ſuch a genuine Fear of God, as 


naturally expreſſes it ſelf in the Worſhip of him; 
and by 1 him is meant the ſerving him 
peculiarly, and by way of Excluſion of all other 
Gods, agreeably to the Emphaſis of the Original, 


0 U, 
3 


which is exactly expreſſed in the Sebecasnt 


£77] 

8613 wira ad]lgivoeat, and him only ſhalt thou ſerves 
the very Words uſed by our Lord himſelf in the 
Text. And this is enjoined preſently after Moſes 


ur WW had declared that the Lord our God is One Lord; Ge 


dn and that he is to be loved with a/ our Heart 
t WM with all our Soul, and with al our Might. And 


le we find that Samuel in inculcating this Precept, 1 gam. 7 


explains it thus, ſerve the Lord only. Not to inſiſt 3. 
er Wh at preſent upon the firſt Commandment, record- 
ed in the very next Chapter in Deuteronomy to 


none other Gods before me. I rather chuſe to ob- 3+ 
ſerve, in paſſing, the Excellency as well as Di- 
vine Authority of the Book of Deuteronomy, out 
of which our Lord was pleaſed to take his Three 
Anſwers to the Three Temptations of the Devil; 
namely, the firſt Anſwer from the 8th 2 and 
zd. ver. the ſecond from the 6th chap. and 16th 
| ver. and the third from the ſame chap. and the 
13th ver. all which I refer you to at your Lei- 
| fure. And having thus given ſome Account of 
| the Context, I proceed to lay before you and 
exſpatiate upon the four following Heads of this 
Diſcourſe, And I ſhall ſhew on this Occaſion, 


I. That the Lord our God alone is to be 
worſhipped. Tis if 


II. That the Arians, and others, that worſhip 
any other Being which is not the Lord our 
God, tho jointly and in concurrence with 
him, groſly violate this Command. 


oy 7, xa 
a= 


III. That the Arians, and others, are by ſo do- 
ing guilty of Idolatry. 


And 4thly, 1 ſhall examine the chief Evaſions 

that have been offer'd by the Arians and 

others, for taking off the ſaid Charge of Ido- 
latry. 8 
r. Firſt, T am to ſhew that the Lord our God 
alone is to be worſhipped. By 


. > WW. 2 7'S e> »s5 33 ww SQs” 


that now cited on this Occaſion, Thou ſhalt have Deut. 5. 


cellencies of his Nature we have the cleareſt De- 
monſtration from his Creation of all Things in 


Metheds of his Providence. But it is not the 
mere Excellency of the Divine Nature, hoy | 


Buy the Lord our God is underſtood in the 
Old Teſtament, Which is here cited, the federal 
Sod of the Fews, tiled Jehovah,” A Being, as 
that Title implies, not only of neceſſary Exiſt. 
ence, but of all poſſible Perfection, and infinite 
» Wiſdom, Power, and Goodneſs.” Of which Fx. 


Number, Weight, and Meaſure; and from his 
Government of the World by the beſt and wiſel 


boundlels ſoever, but our Dependence upon and 
Relation to it, that oblige us to pay our Homage 
and Adoration to God. Fer whatever Admin. 
tion We might have of a God without a Pro 
dence, yet it is evident no Worſhip would be 
due to the. ſupreme Being, if he did not ext 
himſelf with relation to us, and intereſt him. 
ſelf in our Affairs. But as he is the Lot 
our God; that is, our Creator, Preſerver, and 
Governour, he is moſt juſtly entitled to ou 
Prayers, our Praiſes, our Truſt, our Fear, and 
our. Love. If we have the higheſt Reaſon 2 
moſt certainly we have) to believe that God 
knows all: our Wants, and has both Inclination 
and Power to relieve us upon humble Applic- 
tion to him, he is the proper Object of religious 
- Worſhip. - For: Worſhip is nothing elſe but an 
- Acknowledgment of the Excellencies of God, 


by thoſe reaſonable Beings that are ſenſible of 
Pſc1003. their Dependence upon him. If we are con- 


vinced that that it was he that made us, aud 
not we our ſelves, (by an abſurd Atheiſtical 
Suppoſition ) that we are his People and the 


Pfal 95.6, Sheep of his Paſture ; it is moſt juſt and natura 


for us to ſay, O come, let us worſhip and fal 
' down,” and kneel before the Lord our Maker | 

And as Divine Worſhip conſiſts in our aſcri- 
bing to God the Excellencies that belong to his 
Nature, and ſuiting our Behaviour to him in 
conſequence of our Acknowledgments of bis 
Terfections, and our own Neceflities and War 


1 
„ n % 
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ſ5 ire we enjoined to worſhip the Lord our God 
alone, and to ſerve none but him, ſince we are 
the Light of Nature and Divine Reve- 


= 


aſſured by 
lation, t { 
Harmony of the World, and.the Uniformity of 
Cauſes 4nd Effects, do univerſally declare the 
Unity of the Godhead, no leſs than the Infinity 
of the Divine Perfections. And God himſelf, 
who alone comprehends all Nature and his own 
perſections, has aſſured us that he knows no 
other God beſides himſelf... =. 
If then the Worſhip of God is entirely foun- 
ded on the peculiar Excellencies of the Divine 
Nature, and if there is but One God, ſtiled in 
the Text, and generally thro'out the Scripture, 
the Lord God, nothing can be clearer than that 
it is our indifpenſible Duty to worſhip and ſerve 
the Lord our God, and none but him. 
I fay, Worſhip and ſerve only the Lord our 
God. For it is a vain Cavil of ſome of our Ad- 
verſaries, that it is not {aid in the Text that we 
are to worſhip him only, but that we are- to 


ſerve him only, Thou ſhalt worſhip, the Lord 


thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. But 


the plain Meaning of theſe Words is, that we 

are enjoihed to worſhip and ſerve him, and on- 

ly him; tho” the * only be connected im- 
Vo 


mediately with the Word ſerve: Unleſs it be 
aſſerted, that the Lord our God can be ſerved 
without any Horſhip of him. A Poſition, ſure- 


| ly too paradoxical for any thoughtful Perſons 


to maintain in good earnè r 
Having thus laid down the general Grounds 
of the Worſhip of God, the Lord our God, I 


haſten to the next Head 1 propoſed to ſpeak. 


to, and ſhall now ſhew (tho 
curſory manner ) 1 „ 

zal, That the Arians and others that wor- 
ſhip any other Being which is not the Lord our 


in a previous and 


God, tho' jointly and in concurrence with him, 


grolly violate this Command, 
B 


For 


at. there is but One pore God. The 
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For it is very plain and evident, that the 
that worſhip a Creature, 28 the Ar ian do 
ſuppoſed one, worſhip ſome other Being than 
the Lord our God; it being a Contradiction in 
Terms, to affirm that a Creature can be the 

Lord our God, ſince then he would be our 
Creator. And the Caſe would be the ſame, if 
religious Worſhip were ſuppoſed to be given 
to any other 'God, beſides the Lord our God, WM o 
tho? jointly with him ; ſince upon that Sup. W 
poſition, tho* the Lord our God were Wor- 
| ſhipped, yet he alone would not be ſerved and 
Worſhipped, as the Text enjoyns. Tho' there- 
fore' we conſider theſe Caſes apart, there is ng 
real Difference between them, ſince there is no 
poſſible Medium between the Creator and z 
Creature. Tho' a Creature be ſuppoſed to he 
2 @ conſtituted God, yet he is not hereby made 

the Creator, or the Lord our God; and con- 


them ſhall be ſhewn in its proper Place. How- 
ever, in paſſing, I cannot but obſerve the Inju- 
ſtice and Partiality of the Arians and others; 
that whilſt with great Aggravation they de- 
claim againſt the Orthodox for introducing 
ſome unſcriptural Terms, tho' only in order 
to explain more fully their Senſe of the Catho- 
lick Faith as contained in Scripture, and with 
greater Advantage expoſe the pernicious Fallacies 
of Hereticks, in the mean time, I ſay, our Ad- 
verſaries introduce not merely unſcriptural Terms, 
but a moſt unſcriptural Doctrine, attended with 
a Practice directly repugnant to our Lord's ex- 
preſs Command in our preſent Text; nn, 

| that 


ſequently all Worſhip of him, how exalted : - 
Creature ſoever he wy be, is abſolutely forbid : 
by our Saviour. For, ſays he, thou fhalt wor- t 
ſhip the Lord thy God, and him oul halt thin 5 
ſerve. So that all religious Worſhip of any c 
other Being than the ſupreme God, is an open c 
Violation of this Command. As for the parti- p 
cular Palliations of the Breach of this Command : 
made by the Arians and others, the Vanity of | 

| 
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that it is uber; or at leaſt lawful for us, to 
Worſhip a Being that was created, or (as Others 
more cautiouſly ſpeak) was derived from the 
mere Will of God, and is of a Nature entire 
diſtinct from and inferiour to him, tho' wi 
an n of Divine Worſhip. A ſort 
of Worſhip, that is ſo far from being founded 
upon Scripture, that it was plainly forbid 
our bleſſed Lord, when he ſaid with Authority, 
Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and bim 
only ſhalt thou Jerve. Butt. 
d 3dly, I proceed to ſhew more particularly that 
the 4rians and others, who violate this Com- 
mand, are by ſo doing guilty. of Idolat rr. 

Now idolatry in general is very jullh defined 
to be religious Worſhip given to any created Be- 
ing; what ever Limitations may have been in- 
vented to evade the Charge of it. Tho Idolatry 
has appeared in different Shapes, and admitted of 
great Variety in different Ages and Nations; yet 
whether the Objects of that Worſhip have been Ra- 
tional, Animate, or Inanimate Beings, they have 
properly been all comprehended under the rank 
of Created Beings. And therefore ſhall at preſent 
omit all Conſideration of thoſe different Objects 
of religious Worſhip, whether the Sun, Moon, 
and Stars, and other Parts of the viſible World, 
ſome of which ſeem to have bęen worſhipped by 
the moſt ancient Idolaters; or whether the 
Souls of great and illuſtrious Men, Benefactors to 
Mankind, departed out of this Life ; or whether 
they were a ſort of inferiour Factitious Gods, that 
| Were conſidered as Mediators betwixt Men and 

the ſupreme God. Since this Diſtribution is 
foreign to my preſent Purpoſe, I deſignedly, I 
lay, paſs it by, and go on ta what lies more im- 
mediately in View, namely the Conſideration: of 
Idolatry as it is religious Worſhip given to an 
Created Being, either in Excluſion of the mo 
High God, or jointly and in Concurrence with 
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That there have been Idolaters ſo 17 and 
Lenſleſs as to terminate their Worſhip in Images, 
or viſible Repreſentations of ſome ſuppoſed 
Divine Being, is too clear both from ſacred and 
profane Hiſtory to be denied; and indeed it ap- 
pears from modern Travels that there are ſuch 
Idolaters now in the World. But it is equally 
clear, that ſuch groſs Idolatry is a Corruption of 
the primitive Uſe of Images, which was plainly 
. Symbolical; and founded upon a Suppoſition of the 
immediate Preſence of ſome Divine Being in them, 
to which thoſe Images were conſecrated. Ho- 
ever, this Ultimate Worſhip of Images was 
not the conſtant Practice of the Heathen-W orld; 
but it appears from their beſt Writers, that they 
more uſually worſhipped ſome” ſuppoſed God 
conſiſtently with and thro” their Images. 80 
that their Worſhip of them was a Tranſient 
thing, and paſſed on farther to ſome divine Ob- 
ject; at leaſt; that it was ſo underſtood by the 
better and wiſer Part of the Heathen-World. 
The Ultimate or Tranſient Worſhip of Created 
Beings having been thus allow'd of, Polytheiſm 
made a ſuitable Progreſs among the Heathens. 
For the eternal Power and God-head being plain- 
ly ſeen in the 'Things that are made, and there be- 
ing a Neceffity of admitting of one fupreme Ma- 
ker of the World, the religious Worſhip of the 
moſt High God was thought not only proper to 
be perſormed by Images of him, but likewiſe to 
be joyned with che Worſhip of Inferiour Deities, 
5 _ and / Intelligences, that entirely derived 
their Being from the Supreme God, commonly 
ſtyled the Father of Gods and Men. So that 
theſe were the two chief Kinds of Idolatry, con- 
ſiſlent with the Worſhip of the Supreme God. 
That the former kind, namely, the Worſhip of 
the true God by. an Image is Idolatry, appears 
very evidently from the Worſhip of ehe Golden 
Calf The Hiſtory of which (notwithſtanding 
all the Art that has been.uſed by ſome to elude 
the natural and genuine Senſe of it) makes it de- 
wy e now 


| Calf, 3 known pn Symbol, but was intended 
t 


that is, as the Symbol of that God, who 
could not but know hy all the Miracles he had 


| be ſo ſtupid as to imagine that the Golden Calf, f ö 


| the Hiſtory of the Golden Calf are more Thought- 


conſiſtent with the Worſhip of the Supreme God, 


— 
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monſtrable th: the Worſhip of the Idolatrous 
Traelites was not deſigned to terminate in the 


000. 


r 

-— by I 2 * * 
: 2 : 

. on co 

o my 4 


to be paid thro' that Symbol to Jehovah, or the Exod. 32. 
true God of Iſrael. To Morrow? ſays Aaron, is 5, 6, Sc 
a Feaſt unto the Lord. And accordingly, we 
find, the Iſraelites offer'd Burnt-Offerings, and 
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Rig Peace Offs rings; namely, thoſe preſcribed - | | A 
to be offerred to the Lord: And that they in Fact i 
worſhipped the Calf, and ſacrificed to it, as the by 


God that brought them out 5 the Land of Exypt Et: 1 : 


wrought among them to be the Supreme God or 
true Jehovah ; and therefore could not poſſibly 


which they and Aaron had made but Yeſterday, 
could be the very ſame God that brought them 
out of Egypt before he himſelf was brought into 
Being. No, they that put this Commentary on 


leſs than they ſuppoſe the Ifraelites to have 
been, and more Inſenſible (if poſſible) than the 
Calf it ſelf that was Worſhipped by them. And 
therefore I ſhall only obſerve from that whole 49s 9.741. 
Hiſtory as thus explained, That the Worſhip of ?ſe. 106. 
Jehovah, or the Lord God, by and thro” the 19. 
| Golden Calf, is branded in Scripture as Idolatry, 

and the Calf it ſelf. is ſtyled an Id.. 


And as for the other main Branch of Idolatry 9 | 


namely, the Worſhip of Inferiour Created Deities, 1 
it is moſt certain that it was anciently, and is at Pre- bo {3 
ſent the moſt common and prevailing Idolatry of 2 * 
the Heathen World. This is a Matter of Fact ſo 
well ſupported with Authorities of the beſt Philo- 
ſophers and moſt learned Antiquar ies. among the 
ancient Pagans, as well as of their looſeſt Divines 
the Poets It is likewiſe fo well atteſted by thoſe e- 
minent Perſons; that Have given · the moſt exact Ac- 
counts of the Notions and Worſhip of the Preſent 
Heathens, both of the Old and of the New Word 3 


E 


N . . 

SDS, - 
This is, I ay, ſo copious a Subject, that it is im- 
poſſible to produce their Quotations within. the 

Limits of this Diſcourſe. However, I cannot 

but take Notice that the Platonical Writers, both 
before and after Chriſtianity, are the moſt full 
ad n ꝗdd perſpicuous in declaring, that the Supreme 

vid. Pla- God is to be worſhipped, conſiſtently with an 

ton. Time- inferiour Worſhipto be paid to the leſſer Created 

um © de Deities, Etherial and Aerial Spirits, as Admini- 

Republ. L. ſtrators of the World under the moſt High God 

we 18. and as Mediators between the Almighty Father 

| oBo. 4. of the Univerſe and Mankind. And ont of z 


Ferran. vid. great Variety of that Sort of Authors, I ſhallo | 


Plotin, Eu- this Occaſion only name Plato, Plotinus, and 
ne ad. 2. L. Macrobius ; and inſtead of ſwelling this Diſcourſe 
9. Vid. Mi- with the vaſt number of pompous Authorities 
crob, in that might be produced, I rather chuſe to refer 
Somn. Scip. you to the elaborate Collection of the molt lear- 
Le I. ed Author of the Intellectnaul Syſtem of the Lui 
 werſe, as the belt Expoſitor of the Opinions of 
Vid. 4th.” the Ancient Philoſophers, and as very diffuſe and 
Ch. Paſþn. copious upon this very Subject. ge. 
And as for the prefent immenſe Empires of the 
Pagans in the Eaff, and the Remains of thoſe that 
exe lately as large in the Weſt, it is evident from 
© Vid. Ber- the belt Accounts of Travellers and modern 
nier's Me. Hiſtorians of thoſe Countries, not to be ſuppoſed 
moirs.Lords unknown to any that are converſant in Books, 
2 Ke that the Pagan World after ſo many Ages conti 
N pal. nues ſtill to Worſhip the Supreme God, the 
 35T;avels, Maker of Heaven and Earth, together with ma- 
Mandelfy*s ny other Inferiour Deities created by him. Thus 
Voyages. the Lord's Name is Prai ſed from the Ri ſing u. f the 
Varenius de Sun unto the Going down of the ſame. And all the 
diverſ. Farth doth Worſhip thee, the Father everlalt- 
Gentium ing! | 115 e 


3 457 1 Now that this Worſhip of the Supreme God 
ee either by Images of himſelf, or conſiſtently with 
flazzo de the Worſhip of inferiour created Deities, is a de- 
la Vega. grading kind of Worſhip, highly diſhonourable 
cum mul- to his infinite Perfections, and really Idolatrous, 


vis a. appears very evident, not only from the Nature 


L151 
of Idolatry as before laid down, but from the 
H. Scriptures themſelves. The Hiſtory of the 
Golden Calf has been already produced as an In- 
ſtance out of the Old Teſtament ; to which the 
two firſt, Commandments in the Decalogue, and 
indeed all the Law and the Prophets, might be 
added. But I ſhall only cite on this Occaſion out 
of the New 'Teltament the Sentiments of St. Paul, 
expreſſed in the Firſt Chapter of his Epiſtle to the 
| Rimans, a Chapter underitood of the Ancient 
| Heathens, and more eſpecially of the Philoſophers 5 
among them or thoſe that profeſſed themſel- C. I, V. 

ves to be wiſe, both by Primitive and Modern In- 207 21. 
terpreters. St. Paul there aſſures us that the Pa- 

gans knew God, that is, the Supreme God, and that v. +», 23; 
rem the Creation of the World the inviſible Things Ge. 
of God are clearly ſeen; that the Pagans were 
| without Excuſe, becauſe they held the Truth in 
| Unrighteouſneſs, aud glorified God not as God, 
| but changed the Glory of the incorruptible God into 
an Image made like to Corruptible Man, and to 
| Birds and Four-footed Beafts, and Creeping Things; 
and worſhipped and ſerved the Creature more than 
(or belles the Creator, who is bleſſed for ever. 
| Where it is Obſervable, not only that the Words, 


m W and Strved, are joyned together as 
- WE Explanatory of one another, as they are in the 
d Text of this Diſcourſe ;. but. likewiſe that as the 
65, brepoſition Tage very properly ſignifies beſides; | 
and more emphatically condemns the Heathens 
ine as guilty of Idolatry, in joining. the Worſhip of 
na Creatures with their Creator; fo if that Word be 
aus render d more than, as it is in our Tranſlation, 
5 it is ſtill neceſſarily imply'd that the Heathens 


| worſhipped the Creature as well as the Creator, 

| {ince they worſhipped the Creature more than the 

| Creator. And conſequently, in both thoſe Senfes 

| of the Word Tags, they were Idolaters, as they 

0 worſhipped thoſe that by Nature were not Gods, 

de- together with the true and Supreme God. Wo 
able Wh Theſe things being Premiſed, by which it is 

| Evinced that the Pagans were, and are, guilty of 
90 Idolatry, both in their Worſhip of the as 
"wg * 


—_—_ — 3 X 2 
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God by Images, and likewiſe in their Worthip of 


Inferior created. Deities, carried on jointly and 
in Concurrence with the Worſhip of the Su- 
preme God: It is a plain and undeniable Infer- 


ence from this whole Account of Idolatry, that 


the Arinns, whoſe diſtinguiſhing Principle it is 
that ſeſus Chriſt is a mere Creature, and who 
pay. religious Worſhip to him as fuch, 
conſiſtently with their Worſhip of the Supreme 
God; Iſay, it evidently follows, that the Arian 
and all others that believe aid pratice thus, are 


equally to be Condemned with them for the very 


fame Crime, tho* under a different Denomina- 


tion as pretended Chriſtians. 
And that the Charge of Idolatry upon the Aria 
may not appear ſurprizing or uncharitable, it ought 
to be recollectèd that it is no zew Charge upon 
them, but indeed as ancient as their Hereſy it ſel; 
ſince it frequently occurs in the confeſſedly ge- 
uine Writings of the moſt eminent _ 
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1 
ol the Fourth and following Centuries; who una 
nimouſly declare, that whereas it was one of the 


a great Deſigns of Chriſtianity to baniſh all Tdola- 
at try our of the World, and whereas in Fact Idola- 
try was ſubdued throughout the Roman Empire 


, within the Compaſs of the Three firſt Centuries, 
by the wonderful Propagation bf the Chriſtiant 
' WW Religion, that Arius and his Followers (by the 
| Artifice of the Devil) reſtoretl Idolatry, and intro- 
| duced it again by a fatal Bick-Door into Chriſti- 
| anity, tho'that Religioh and the bleſſed 17 5 
of it had declared ſo fully againſt it. And I ſhal 
| bnly add on this Occaſion, that '#s this Charge 
| was juſt, as being founded in the Nature of 
| Things, and could hardly be aggravated enough 
a gainſt thoſe that laid ſo horrible an Imputation 
on the Author and Finiſher of our Faith, as the 
| Aﬀectation of Divinity by himſelf 2 ſuppoſed. 
Creature, and likewiſe on his Religion as Con- 
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tradictory to its own Deſign : So tlie ſore- men- 
tioned ancient Fathers (whoſe Authority will be 
for ever. venerable, as they are the earlieſt Wit- 
neſſes of the Canon of Scripture, and of the Ca- 
tholick Faith, as well as they were the moſt di- 
ſtinguiſhed Perſons in the Church for Learning 
and Piety in their reſpective Ages, notwith- 
ſtanding the late grave and ſolemn Ridicule put 
Vid. Diſ-upon them under the Diſguiſe of a Commentary 
ſertat. de on the Scriptures, weeded rather than extracted 
Script. In- out of them by an Author that has ſpent a long 
rerpret. ſec. Life in Quoting them Authoritatively and with 
Patres. Approbation in his numerous Productions) 1 
Jaſim. ſay, the ancient Chriſtian Fathers do not ſcruple 
to give the Character of Apoſtates from Chri- 
ſtianity and Anti-Chriſtian Revivers of Paganiſm 
to their Arian Adverſaries. * ; 
Hut ſince what has been ſaid on this Occaſion, 
howſoever repugnant to the avow'd Revivers of 
Arianiſm , will not perhaps be openly oppo- 
ſed by ſome more Artful Writers among us, 
who in Words diſcard the Doctrine of Aru; 
Which in Reality they embrace and propagate, it 
vid. Euno- Will be neceflary to conſider their lateſt Improve- 
r I OO SLE IP 8” C 
gum E- It muſt be confeſſed indeed that they carry 
pilogum, theirPoint to that Height, as more properly to 
apud Cal) be ſaid to tranſcribe the Doctrine of a much 
Hiſt. Lit. greater Man than Arius, namely, Eunomius, who 
5 - ; 1 refined ſo far upon Arius as to make his Opinion 
90 Fid. more Philoſophical. For it is very obvious, that 
apud Vale- that the moſt diſtinguiſhing Things in the Conſeſ- 
ſ.ij Annot. lion of Faith, and Apology of Eunomius {till ex- 
ad Socrat, tant, namely, his Argument drawn from the Self- 
L.-$ Co Exillence of the Father as not applicable to the 
10. Vid. Son, from the Son's being of a diflerent Subſtance 
em zu from the Father, and really inferiour to him, 
2 5 — his not having been created as one of the 
tee. Creatures, and from his creating all Things by 
pologiam T2 2 3 | 
Inter Codd. the Father's Power and Command: Theie 
MSS. Ik. things, I ſay, conſtitute the Sum and Subſtance 
niſon. Lan- of the late celebrated Scriptural Expoſition of the 
deth, Doctrine of the Trinity. a 


E:ary on this Hypotheſis, to 


But that the Patrons of the new pretended 


| Scriptural Scheme are no leſs guilty of Idolatry 
| than the confeſſed and more ingenuous Ari ant, is 


evident from the Conſideration of our Preſent 


| Text, and what has been already faid about the true 
| Notion of Pagan Idolatry. Our bleſſed Saviour 
commands us to Worſhip and Serve the Lord 
God, that is, the Supreme God, and none but 
Him. But we are inſtructed of late, and with a 
© Shew of Scripture, that we ought to pay Wor- 
E ſhip and Honour to ſome Other Inferiour Di- 
z vine Being or 3 (Whatever they are) Con- 
ſiſtently with the 

paid to the Supreme God, who alone is properly 
& God, as being alone Self-Exiſtent, and that exclu- 


orſhip and Honour to be 


E lively of that Inferiour Being or Beings to whom 


© Worſhip and Honour are acknowledged due, and 
yet are ſaid not to partake of the Divine Nature or 


Eſſence. There needs m_ no long Commen- 
J ew it to be Diame- 
Etrically Oppoſite to and perfectly inconfiſtent 
vith the Command of our Lord to Worſhip and 
Eſcrve none but the Supreme God. The bare 
Repetition of the two Schemes is ſufficient to 
evince their Repugnancy to one another. Our 
Lord ſays, Worſhip the Lord God, and him on- 
Wy. But ſome enjoin us, and plead Scripture for 
doing fo, to Worſhip One or Two Inferiour Di- 
vine Beings, very Ancient Miniſters of the Mo- 
arch of the Univerſe, conſiſtently with the 
Worſhip of the Supreme God, commonly ſtyled 
che Lord God. But beſides this palpable Con- 
tradiction to Scripture, how do theſe Writers eſ- 
Kape the Imputat ion of Idolatry, as ſhewn before 
to have been practiſed among the more intelli- 
gent Pagans, both Ancient and Modern? If it 
pe Idolatry in the Pagans to Worſhip Infe- 
Pour Deities, together with the Supreme God, 
Pow does it ceaſe to be Idolatry among us, to 
Worſhip One or Two fuppoſed Inferiour Divine 
ings with the ſame Supreme God? If we lay 
ide our Prejudices, there is not that Diſparity 
! Circumſtances in the Caſes of Pagans and this 


9 


wiſe by unavoidable Conſequence be granted to 


obliged ta 5 One inferiour Divine Being, 


Deities may be worſhipped without Idolatry 


the Number of them. Be it One, or be the 


| Gods are admitted, Two Hundred Gods may be 


1 (20 
fort of Chriſtians, but that if the Worſhip of 
the One be Idolatry, that of the Other mult like- 


be ſo by all Impartial Judges. 
Where then (according to the Doctrine of 
theſe new Refiners upon Ariani ſin) is the mighty 
Difference between Pagan and Chriſtian Idol 
try, if Chriſtians are obliged to worſhip One 
Two inferiour Divine Beings, together with the 
Supreme God ? It plainly amounts to no more 
than this, that the Pagans worſhipped a numerou 
Train of inferiour Deities, ſtyl'd by St. Paul the 
Gods many, and the Lords many, with the one 
Supreme God; and Chriſtians are ſuppoſed to be 


(according to ſome) or Two made inferiour God, 
(according to others) together with one Supreme 
Lord, the God of the Univerſe. But certain), 
if One or Two created or conſtituted inferiou 


great Numbers of created or conſtituted inferiou 
Gods may as lawfully be worſhipped, and with 
out incurring the Guilt of Idolatry ; the Wor: 
{ſhip of the Supreme God being ſuppoſed to be 
equally ſuper-added in both Cafes. For the N. 
ture of the Worſhip of created or conſtituted 
inferiour Deities does by no. means depend upon 


Many, it is the very fame Idolatry. For if we 
pnce depart from the Unity of the Godhead, 
and admit any other God to ſhare in the religi- 
ous Worſhip due only to the Supreme God, it is 
not only Idolatry, but Rolytheifm ; ſince if Two 


fo on the very ſame Grounds, and indeed the 
whole Farronian Catalogue of Deities _ 
But if it ſhould be ſaid on this Occaſion, that 
the Defenders of the new Scriptural Scheme do 
not aſſert that the Son and Holy Ghoſt ale 
reated Beings, and that therefore they do not 
Wor ſhip any created Beings with the Supreme 
God, and conſequently are not guilty of Idol 


fly to this it may be Replied, that how ay 
%%ͤ nee” oy. Fo 85 ON) 


JFC „ 


ouſly ſoeyer the Uſe of the Word, created, may 


1 (ar) 


be Declined by thoſe Writers with regard to the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt, in order to avoid the Cen- 
ſure paſt by the Church upon ancient Aria- 
niſm, yet if it be contended that the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt are not only Subordinate to the Fa- 
ther, as is confeſſed by the Catholick Church, 
but (by thoſe. invidious Confequences of Subor- 
dination which conſtitute the whole New Sy- 
ſtem) are really Inferiour divine Beings of an en- 
tirely difterent Nature from the Supreme God, 


and yet to be worſhipped with him, tho* with 


an inferiour Degree of divine Honour; this Ac- 
knowledgment, I fay, confirms the Juſtice of 


the Charge of Idolatry. For if they are really 


Inferiour Divine Beings, it amounts to the ſame 
thing whether they are ſaid to have been Created, 
or Produced, and Derived from the mere Will of 
of the Supreme Father, and to have been Conſti- 
tuted Gods by him. 'Their Nature will be {till 


Inferiour to that of the moſt High God, and they 


will be {till different Divine Beings, however O- 
riginated or Produced. This therefore is but 2 


' Verbal Diſpute ; and tho? the Word, Created, be 


Artfully dropped, the religious Worſhip of One 
or Two ſuch Inferiour Divine Beings, in Concur- 
rence with the Worſhip of the Supreme God, is 
ſtill not only. Idolatry but Polytheiſm, and 
inconſiſtent with the Honour peculiar to as 
well as the Unity of the Divine Nature. 

This will be farther confirmed by conſidering 
the Nature of that Duration, which is aſcribed 
by the foreſaid Authors to the Son of God, to 
whom they acknowledge Worſhip to be due. 
For the utmoſt that is by them alerted of him 
1;, that he has exiſted without any Limitation of 


Time; but it is no where allowed in the New" 
Scheme that he has exiſted from Eternity. Now 
if the Son has exiſted only in an indefinite Dura- 


tion, that falls in the leaſt ſhort of being Eternal, 
he mult be acknowledg'd to be a Creature. For 
Whatever is truly God, has neceſſarily exiſted 
em all Eternity. And Whatever HO 
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could not poſſibly have ſo exiſted, however Inde- 
terminately it might, as having been originally 
produced out of nothing. If therefore the Son 
has not exiſted eternally, but only indefinitely, 
he is a Created Being, and conſequently the Wor- 


ſhip of him muſt be Idolatry. So that the Son 


has either been God from all Eternity, or he is no 
true God at all, but a mere Idol of the Divine 
Majeſty. 

To all which if it be ſaid, that the Scripture 
aſſerts nothing more of the Duration of the Son, 
than that it has been indefinite, and without Li- 
mitation of Time, and that it is the Scripture- 

Account of the Son's Duration that is pretended 
to be given; to this Plea, how ſpecious ſoever, 
it may be Replied, that the whole is founded up- 
on a Miſtake, ſince the ſeveral Expreſſions uſed 
in Scripture about the Son's Duration denote in 
the Jewiſh way of writing a proper Eternity. For 

Inftance, the Phraſes that there occur, 9 the 
World was, before all Things, before all Ages, 
from Ages to Ages, and the like, are the only Ex- 
preſſions that 11 

the Pei Stile, that is, the Helleniſticul Dialect 
of the New Teſtament ; how Indefinitely foever 
they may ſound in our ears in theſe Parts of the 
World. And that this is no precarious Aſſertion 
= wc clearly from hence, that the very ſame 
Phraſes, and none elſe, are uſed in Scripture to 
expreſs the Eternal Duration of God the Father. 
And not only ſo, but the very Texts that aſcribe 
an Eternal Duration to God the Father in the 
Old Teſtament, are applied by the inſpired Wri- 
ters to the Son of God in the New. And conſe- 
quently, if thoſe Phraſes denote the Eternal Exiſt- 


ence of the Father (as they do by the Confeſſion 


both of Jews and Chriſtians) they likewiſe de- 
note the Eternal Exiſtence of the Son, and not a 


merely Indefinite Duration, and without Limita- 


tion of Time. And ſurely on this Occaſion it 
cannot be ſatisfactory to any thoughtful Perſons 
to pretend, that we ought to leave theſe Matters 
in the ſame Generality of Expreſſion as the Scriq 
1 . | _ 


enify an Eternity of Duration in 
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= Scriptures have done. For we are not obliged toad- 


here to any Scriptural Phraſes without fixing the 


juſt Meaning of them. This would be the ſame 

thing as to believe in mere Sounds, and not in 

the Senſe ſignified by them. Let not therefore 

the forementioned Authors retreat behind ſome 
© General Phraſes of holy Scripture, nor ſhelter 
| themſelves under an affected Ignorance of their 
Þ true Import: But (as it becomes them) let them 
decide ingenuouſly by thoſe Rules of Criticiſm 
that are applied to the Scriptures on all other 
Occaſions, whether the Sett of Phraſes about 
Duration, ſpecified above, denotes Time (how- 
ever unlimited) or a proper Eternity. Certainly 
bey as highly deſerve to have their true Mean- 
ing fixed as any other Scriptural Phraſes, and 
E ſhould not be left in a fluctuating State, and as 


important depend upon them. LE Ye 28, 

Again, If it be aſſerted by the fame Perſons, 
chat God the Father is alone and moſt properly 
the God over all, the God of the Univerſe, the 


what poſſible Senſe can theſe Aſſertions be under- 
E ſtood, but that God the Father has theſe Titles 
& excluſively of the Son. And therefore if the Son 
be God, he muſt be an Inferiour Divine Perſon, 
| ſince there can be, by the Light of Nature and 


A 4 
IA 
_— - 
= 
3 
5 
5 


acknowledged Worſhip of the Son, 


Iz 


o in Con- 
currence with that of the Father, muſt be Ido- 
: = ; ſince in this Caſe it is the Worſhip of 2 
© Perlon inferiour to the. true and only God, and 
therefore not properly God himfelf, unleſs a Plu- 
| rality of Gods be introduced. And indeed the 
: duppoſition of an Inſeriour Worſhip naturally 
| inplies an Inſeriour God as the Object of it. 

Once more, If it be likewiſe aſſerted by the 
| forefaid Authors, that the Son is not Conſulſtan- 
tial with God the Father, it unavoidably follows 
| that the Son is a Perſon abſolutely Diſtin& from 
2 well as Inferiour to the Supreme God. And 


mere Equivocal Sounds, when Doctrines ſo very 


God of 1frael, the God of the Chriſtians, in 


j Scripture, but one God. And TY; the 
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(24) 
if fo, the Worſhip of him in that Capacity 13 
downright" Idolatry. It is true, the ſame Perſons 
that deny the Conſubſtantiality of the Son, deny 
likewiſe that he was made out of Nothing. But 
herein they are plainly involved in a Contradicti- 
on. For it is evident that the Son muſt either 


be Conſubſtantial with the Father, or produced 


out of Nothing; ſince before the Creation of 
the World, when the Son confeſſedly exiſted, 
there was no Medium between Nothing and the 
Subſtance of the Father. For God only Exiſted 
before the Creation of all Things out of Nothing. 
So that if Chriſt is really God, he muſt be Con- 
ſubſtantial with the Father, or it muſt be granted 
that there are two Gods. And if the Son was 
hot derived from the Subſtance of the Father, 
he muſt have been produced out of Nothing, 
and therefore is a Creature; and conſequent!y, 
the Worſhip of him is Idolatry, tho? attended 
with the Worſhip of the Supreme God. 

And here I cannot but obſerve, how unjuſtly 
the great Council of Nice has been animadverted 
on, as, introducing the unſcriptural Term of 
d ober, or conſubſtantial ; ſince if the Son is 
not conſubſtantial with the Father, that is, of the 
fame undivided Subſtance, Eſſence, and Nature; 
a Plurality of Gods, and conſequently Idolatry, 
would have been eſtabliſhed by the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, and that in dire& Oppoſition to its prin- 
eipal End and Deſign. And therefore the Term, 
conſubſtantial, was not only neceſſary for detect- 
ing the Prevarication of the Arian Hereticks; 
but likewiſg for maintaining the Unity of the 

Godhead, and the diſcarding of Idolatry from 

the Chriſtian Church  _ 3 
Laſtly, If theſe Conſequential Proofs of a diſ- 
guiſed Arianiſm, or more properly Eunomianiſm, 
ſhould be thought fit to be denied by the Pa- 
trons of the pretended Scripture-Theory, ſince 
they in Terms diſclaim the Production of the 


don out of Nothing, tho“ indeed very incon- 
fiſtently with their other Politiohs; * o | 
| | hic 
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[7284] 
which have been now reflected on; yet if that 
Theory be leſt ſo very imperfe&t and unfiniſned, 
and that too in a Point ſo fundamental to all Reli- 
ion as the clear Knowledg of the Object of Divine 
Worſhip, namely, whet her it be truly God, or 
ſome Inferiour Being; this ſuppoſed Silence, or 


| rather Ambiguity, (and in Favour of which ſuch 
| Multitude of Texts ſeem to have been declared 
| A reflects very highly on the Honour 
| ofthe Chriſtian Religion, that ispreſumed to be de- 
ſective and obſcure in ſo important aPrinciple, and 
| likewiſe muſt in Conſequence betray its followers 
into Idolatry. Forif(as is aſſerted) they equally de- 
ſerve Cenſure Who affirm the Son to be produced 
out of nothing, on the one hand, and likewiſe 
E they who affirm him to be of the ſame undivi- 
E ded Subſtance with the Supreme God, on the 
other: It muſt be confeffed to be left iu the 
Dark by the inſpired Writers, whether Jeſus. 
Chriſt be truly God, or an Inferiour Being; and 
therefore to be left indifferent, or rather uncer- 
tain, whether the Chriſtian Church, which is en- 
W joyned to Worſhip the Son of God, be guilty f 
| ldolatry in the Worſhip of him or not, fince 


* 


they muſt be thus ſuppoſed to worſhip they know by 4.22. 
| 19t what; a thing, for which our bleſſed Lord Is 


himſelf condemned the Sama#irans. It it very 


| Obvious, that ſuch an Uncertainty about the Ob- 


ect of Worſhip naturally tends to the Diminu- 


| tion of the Honour of our bleſſed Saviour, and 
derogates from the Truth and Excellency of the 
| Chriſtian Religion, that is ſuppoſed by the fore- 


mentioned Aſſertions to be Deficient in ſo ma- 


| terial Points as the Nature of Divine Worſhip, 


and the true Object of it. And conſequently it 


| 15 Idolatry to Worſhip Jeſus Chriſt, if it is not 
Certain that he is One with the Supreme God, 


but aſſerted to be Inferiour to him as of a Di- 
ſtint Subſtance from him, and therefore ſtrongly 


| implied(tho? for good Reaſons not openly aſſer- 
W Res 


"ET * 
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Now that all Men ſhould Honour the Son even 
as they honour the Father, that is, by religious 


Worſhip and Invocation, appears not only from 
the Scriptural Character of Chriſtians, as Perſons 
diſtinguiſhed by calling on the. Name of 
Chriſt, and the Practice of the very Firſt Martyr 
for Chriſtianity, as well as the Subſequent 
Practice of the Catholick Church; but the 
Obligation of Chriſtians to worſhip the Son 
of God has been confeſſed by Arius, and pleaded 
ſtrongly for even by S6cinzs himſelf, tho* indeed 
very. inconfiſtently with both their Principles. 
The latter of theſe Two (how much ſoever 
he oOtherwife detracted from the Honour of 


Vide Diſ Chriſt) would not allow any Man to be a Chri- 


put. cum 


ian, but declared him to have relapſed into Ju- 


Franken, daifm, that refuſed to pay Divine Worſhip to the 


| &c.· 


Son of God. And even the late Revivers of 
Arianiſm, whether Open or Diſguiſed, have ac- 
knowledged the Lawfulneſs if not Neceſſity of 
worſhipping Jeſus Chriſt. But then they have all 
conſpired to diſtinguiſn away the true Worſhip 
of Chriſt, and to make it In ſeriour to that which 
is confeſſedly due to the Supreme God: Whereas 


our bleſſed Lord himſelf commands us in the 
Text of this Diſcourſe to worſhip the Lord God, 


that is, the Supreme God, and to ſerve him only. 
Whence it evidently follows, that if Joſus Chriſt 
is to be worſhipped, he is One with the Supreme 
God. - But ſince the Confutation of the ſeveral 


Diſtinctions of religious Worſhip that have been 


advanced opens a large -Field of Argument, and 
naturally falls in with the Fourth Head of this 
Diſcourſe, -it ſhall be Poſtponed to another Op- 
portunity. 55 7 | 


| 95 | Lb gg - 1 
* . ' { , | 
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Marr. XV. 10. 


— is pritten, Thou ſhalt worſhip the 
| Lord Shed God, and him ny ou Thou 


evinced from them, 


is to be worſhipped: 
abs, That the Arians and Others that wor- 


| Slip any Being, which is not the Lord our God 
tho' jointly and in Concurrence with him, faul 

y Violate this Command. | 
And 3dly, That the Ariaps and Others are 
by ſo doing ouilty of Idolatry. ' 


Inow Proceed, agreeably to the Method pro- 


poſed, in the 


Ath Place, to examine the Chief Race that 
have been uſed by the Arians and 8 for 


raking oft the ſaid Imputation of Idolatry. 


Now theſe Evaſions being founded partly in 


ſome Diſtinctions or pretended ditterent De- 
erees of Religious Worſhip, and partly in the 
| Diſparity. of the Caſe as to the Worſhip of a. 
Created Inferiour Being or Beings, under the 
Ch riſtian and Pagan Religions, I ſhall reduce the 
Evaſions of the Charge of Idolatry on our A- 
wy adverſaries and Others to the three follow- 


$a» * 


D2. $59; Fong my 


ring Explained theſe Words i in 2 


late Diſcourſe, | and having therein 


1{t, That the N our God alons 
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ing Reaſons, in order to a particular Confutation 
of them. | = 

And. Iſt, It is pretended, that the Worſhip of 
Chriſt, as a ſuppoſed Creature, is of an Inferiour 
and Relative kind, and not the ſame Sovereign 


and Abfolute Worſhip as is paid to the Supreme 


2dly, That the Worſhip of Chriſt, tho' a 
Created Inferiour God, is perform'd by Divine 
Command, whereas; the Worſhip of Inferiour 
Deities by the Pagans was wholly precarious, as 
not being ſupported by Divine Authority. 

And '3dly, That the Worſhip of Chriſt is 
not only Commanded by the Supreme God, but 
is founded in the Communication of the Divine 
PerfeCtions to him by the Supreme God; or God 
the Father. | 5 

Firſt, it is pretended, that the Worſhip 00 
Chriſt, as a Suppoſed Creature, is of an Inferi- 
our and Relative kind, and not the ſame Sove- 
reigit and Abſolute Worſhip as is paid to the 
Supreme God; and therefore is not Idolatry. 

Now in order to Expoſe the Vanity of thi 

Diſtinction of religious Worſhip, that has been 


invented on- purpoſe to Screen Men from the 


Charge of Idolatry, it ought Previouſly to be 


Conſidered, that as the ancient Pagans worſhip 


ped a great number of 'Inferiour Deities together 
with the Supreme God, (as was ſhewn in my 
former Diſcourſe on this Subject) and as they 
were juſtly Charged with Idolatry on that Occ 


ion, ſo to free themſelves from that Imputation 


the more Intelligent part of them, and more ef 
pecially the Platoniſte, contrived a Method of 
evading the ſaid Charge of Idolatry, by Diſtin- 


guiſhing upon religious Worſhip, and ſhewing 


that it admits of different Degrees that ought 
ro be Proportioned to the different Degrees 0 
Excellency in the Objects to which it is ſuppoſed 
to be given. So that Abſolute and Supreme Wol- 


ip is only due to the Supreme God, and Inſe- 


nour and Relative Worſhip is very Conſiſtent 
9 8 | ue 


due t J che Inferiour Deities, conſidered as Ad- 
miniſtrators of the Government of the World, 


and as Vice-roys and Mediators in different Na- 


tions, under the God of the Univerſe. This Diſtin- 


| &ion in the Nature of Worſhip is certainly as anci- 
ent as Plato and his Followers, if not as Pythagoras 
himſelf. And indeed it may be much antienter 
than both of them for all we know to the Con- 
| trary, as being agreable to the more Ancient 
Practice of worſhipping Inferiour Deities with 
E the Supreme God. However that be, whether 
Plato and Others did not make Uſe of this Di- 


ſtinction of religious Worſhip on purpoſe to 


| excuſe and palliate their own mean. Compliances 
with the Worſhip of the Popular Inferiour Dei- 


ties, tho' they really believed there is but One 
true God, as being frightned with the Fate of 
Socrates, one that is preſumed to have been a 
Martyr for the Unity ofthe Godhead, or rather to 
have ſuffer d for ſpeaking too freely of the Popular 
Heathen Gods, I ſhall not pretend to Determine 
at Prefent by too Minute and Critical a Diſſerta- 
tion. It is ſufficient to my preſent Deſign to 
intimate, that this Diſtinction of religious Wor- 
ſhip, as uſed by Arius and his Followers, was 
borrowed from the School of Plato, and adapted 
to their Worſhip of God the Father as the Su- 
preme God of the Univerſe, and at the fame 
timetoꝭ that of his Son as an Inferiour Created 
ge And I mention this the more particular- 
by tho* in Paſſing, not only becauſe a juſt An- 
wer to the Pretenſions of the Idolatrous Pagan 
will hold as ſtrongly againſt thoſe of the Idola- 

trous Chriſtian, but becauſe it is neceſſary to Ob- 
viate a bold Objection of our Adverſaries againſt 
the Divinity of the Son, and the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, as if they had been derived from 
ſome. of the Primitive Fathers who are ſuppoſed 
to have mixt their Platonick Notions with the 
Chriſtian Religion; whereas the Reverſe is true, 

and that Arius was a downright Platoniſt in the 
Innovations he made in the Chriſtian Religion, 


- 
— 


Laer 
is not only evident from his Worſhip of a Crea- J... 
ted Being with the Supreme God, and the Di- vo 
ſtinction uſed in the Worſhip of each of them, Ml © 
but it is a thing Conſeſſed by the great Petavius 

„ himſelf, a Perſon well known to be far from be- 

Vid, Petev. ing favourable to the Primitive Fathers. = W. 

20 14 And having thus Premiſed ſomewhat about Ty 

71. c 8. the Original of this Diſtinction of religious Wor- 5 

' *= ſhip, I ſhall now conſider the nature of that MR =* 
Worſhip of a Creature which is Rtilked- Inferiour h 

and Relative, as compared with the Abſolute WW G 

Bu 

ov 


Worſhip of the Supreme God. And that I may 
place. this Matter in a clear Light, I ſhall endea- 
vour to evince that there is no Ground for an 
_ Infeciour or Relative Worſhip, either in Reaſon, WM 
or Scriptures, or Fut herr. 
_ 1ft. With regard to Reaſon; as the true 
Grounds of religious Worfhip were ſhewn in 
the former Diſcourſe to be derived from a Dil- 
. of the Divine Perfections as diſplay d in 
the Creation and Government of the World, 
together with the Neceſſity of our own Subjecti- 
on to and Dependence on our Creator and 
Governour, from whence ariſe by a neceſſary 
Connection all our Prayers to and Praiſes of 
our Divine Author, Supreme Lord, and con- 
ſtant Benefactor; ſo it is very obvious, that a 
Creature, as ſuch, cannot poſſibly deſerve our 
religious Worſhip in any Degree; ſince for the 
very ſame Reaſons that we worſhip God our 
Creator, we ought not to worſhip a Creature. 
For a Creature, as ſuch, has not the Divine 
Perfections to be acknowledged by us, nor have 
we a neceſſary Dependence on him; ſince as he 
is a Creature, he cannot be our Creator, but by 
an expreſs Contradiction in Tem. 
It is true indeed, that a proportionate Eſteem 
is always due to an acknowledged Excellency in 
any Being whatſoever. But this only amounts 
to what is called Honour, and does not. come up 
to the Idea of religious Veneration and Morſbip. 
And therefore it is vain and triflipg to endea- 
; ops nt oe ! 
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Vice- toys and Miniſters under the Supreme God, 
and therefore as his Subjects and Dependents. 
And conſequently, it would be as much High- 
E Treaſon againſt the Supreme Majeſty of God, to 
E transfer any part of religious Worſhip from Him 
to thefe his Subjects tho' our Superiours, as it 
would to transfer our ſworn Allegiance from 
our lawful Earthly King to any of his Subjects 
placed over us as his Vice-gerents or Magiſtrates, 
whatever Subordinate Power they may be inveſt- 
ed with, or how great Benefactors ſoever they 
may be to us. We may Honour and Eſteem the 
One without religious Worſhip, as we may the 
Other without Transferring our Allegiance to 
them. And by an exact Parallel, religious Wor- 
{ ſhip.is as Peculiar to the true God, as our Alle- 
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tour to confound two things ſo very Diſtinct, 
a0cording to the common Senſe of Men, as mere 
Honour and true religious Worſhip, ſince they 
differ wholly in their Kind and Nature; and 
conſequently the loweſt Degree of religious 
| Worſhip is raiſed infinitely above the higheſt 
Degree of mere Honour and Eſteem for any 
E Excellency in a Created Being. 


If it be farther Urged on this Occaſion, that 


© thoſe Created Beings ſtyled antiently Inferiour 
Gods and Heroes, and in more modern Lan- 
guage Angels and Saints, are ſuppoſed to Preſide 


over us, and to be Benefactors to us conſider d 


either in a National or Single Capacity, and that 


Ke: 
3 ** 
4 


therefore ſome Degree of religious Worſhip is 


© due to them; to this it may be Replied, that 
even upon this Suppoſition (which I ſhall not 


3 , | | 
und Benefactors are to be conſider' d only as 


Diſpute at this time) thoſe Infetiour Governours 


* 


giance is to our lawful Prince. | 

If it be ſaid again by way of Apology for 
Inferiour Worſhip, that it was conſider'd by the 
Heathens as a Relative thing, that Ultimately 
terminated in, and promoted the greater Glory 
of the Supreme God, the Father of all the infe- 
riour Deities ; to this additional Plea it may be 
„5 e 8 Anſwer d, 


8 22 3 


[32 Þ 

Anſwer'd, that an Inferiour Worſhip of Created 
Deities. was not a merely Tranſient thing, but 
that had thoſe Inſeriour Deities for the proper 
Objects of it. But if it be pretended, that the 
Ihe: they were ſuppoſed to bear to the Su- 
preme Goch, juſtified ſome Degree of Worſhip 
to them as thay were his Miniſters, ſince the 
Worſhip of his Miniſters 1 a greater Idea 
of the Divine N which was placed at an 
infinite Diſtance above them, and was according- 
ly Honour'd and Reverenced the more by the 
various Degrees of Worſhip conferred on his 
Miniſters, all which center'd in Himſelf in a Su- 
preme and Abſolute manner as the God of the 
Univerſe ; notwithſtanding, I fay, this notion of 
a Relative Worſhip was warmly contended for 
by no meaner Perſons than the Emperour Juli. 
au „ and the molt conſiderable of the later Pla- 
toziſts, who were equally implacable Enemies of 
the Chriſtian Religion, it muſt be acknowledged 
to be a Precarious and arbitrary Hypotheſis of 
religious Worſhip, as well as that an Inferiour 
Worſhip, (as has been ſhewn) is a facrile- 

vious .. Invaſion of the Divine Prerogative, 
and a Robbery of ſome Share of that Honour 
which | is.. peculiar to the Supreme God. Upon 
this Hypotheſis, if Julian could have confined 
bites. to One or 'I'wo Inferiour Gods, inſtead 
of the numerous Pagan Deities, conſider' d as Mi- 
niſters of the Supreme God, he would have 
had leſs Occaſion to have renounced his Profel- 
ſion of Chriſtianity, if Ariani ſmn had been the 
true Chriſtian Religion. For there was too great 
an Agreement between his Pagan Scheme and 
that of the Arians, in the Point of Divine 
Worſhip, and the Objects of it. 


— 0 4 0 « * 
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vid. Fuliani Orat. in Regem Salem. pag. 249. 263. 
265. 277. 290. Edit. etav. vid. Cyril. Alexand. c. Fu- 
lian, I. 4. p. 115+ 148. Edit. Paris. vid. Celſum, apud 
Origen. p. 381, & 421. Edit. Cantab. vid. etiam Apulei- 
um de Dæm. Socr. & Famblicbs &c. — 55 
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4 But I proteed to conſider What has been ad- 


yanced by more Modern Writers, the Refiners 
N upon antient Arianiſm with reference to this vid. Script; 22 
2 PDiſtinction of religious Worſhip. It it ſaid, that Hod. of 


A abſolutely Supreme Honour is only due to God Irin. p. 


5 the Father, as being the Supreme and Self. exiſt- 321, 324, 
16 ent Author of all Things; and that therefore all 338. 24. 


Prayers and Praiſes ought primarily or ultimately Edit. 
to be directed to the Perſon of the Father; tho* 


* it is acknowledged at the ſame time (but not ve- 
de Wh iy conſiſtently) that the Son is inveſted with 
s diſtin Worſhip in his own Perſon, and receives 
u. Prayers and 'Thanks-givings from his Church. 
ne but this Honour, ſay they, of the Son is to bep. 345: 
of {WE underſtood as redounding Ultimately to the Glo- a 
ot y of God the Father. Now ſince this Difference 
½ of Worſhip that is paid to the Father and the 
„ on, is wholly founded on the Self-exiſtence of 
. of WE tbe Father as his peculiar Property, it is neceſſary 
ved WY conſider whether the Self-exiſtence of the 
"of WS Father, as he is the Fountain of the Divinity, 
our does any way alter the nature of Divine Worſhip, Rl 
ile. er raiſe it to an higher Degree. And that it does 1 
ve, ot affect Divine Worſhip. appears from hence; 1 
our tbat tho? the Neceſſity of a Self-exiſtent Being is 1 
pon good Argument to prove a God in general, yet = 
ned it is his Power, Wiſdom, and Goodneſs, as diſ- 1 
end phy d in the Creation and Government of the a 
Mi- World, and not barely his Abſtracted Self-exiſt- EE I 
\ave ence, that conſtitute him the proper Object of SO if 
ef. our Prayers and Praiſes. If then the Son be not | Rl 
the elftexiſtent, (as is eaſily granted becauſe he is a : | 
rear Hy) yet if he has neceſſary Exiſtence, (as he N 
and mult have if he be truly and properly God) and = 
vine the Creator and Governour of the World, (as | | fl 
Ws confelſed on both Sides) he cannot but have all | 
the Efſential Attributes of the Deity in the high- 1 
— tt Degree, and is as much qualif ed for —_ = 
263. lpneſt Degree of Worſhip as God the Father. 1 
„ % or Derivation or Non-derivation of thoſe Ef- | 
apud fential Perfections, that are the Foundation of 5 1 
/pulei» Divine Worſhip, does not alter the nature of | 
= . | E | 4 thoſe 3 
But 9 


Vid. Seri. 


Po8. p. 5, or Attributes, as for hisAttributes relative to us, and 


263. 


Will hold as well of God the Father; (as is indeed 


P. 264. 


ſical Nature, Eſſence, or Subſtance, is Iikewiſe 
Confeſſed. But it is the Relation that the Fx 


P. 242. 


given to each of them, as there is no real Dit- 


culiar to the Self- exiſtence of the Father, and 
more eſpecially when Diſtinguiſhed: by the nice 


ſhip itſelf ; I mean, without the Suppoſition of 


T34) 
thoſe Eſſential Perſections, nor Conſequently 
make any Difference in Divine Worſhip, 

We are told likewiſe, that the Son is not fo much 
ſtyled,God on account of his Metaphyſical Efſence 


his Divine Authority over us. Now this Aſſertion 


Confefled Elſewhere) ſince whatever his Meta. 
hyſical Eflence is, the word God when ſpo- 
en of the Father is not intended to expreſs hi 

Abſtra& Metaphyſical Eflence, but to be uſed x 

the Name of our Creator and Governonr. Ard 
that Honour is not due to the Abſtract Metaphy- 


an An, wy A yu © ti wy AA =, 


ther bears to us that entities him to be our God, 
and it is on account of his Providence, and 
our Dependence on him, and not for his Sel 
exiſtence abſtractedly from them, that he receiv 
Worſhip from us. And conſequently, the Ar 
8 for Worſhip, if it holds good at al, 

olds equally good of the Son and of the Father, 
Again, In what dees the Inferiour Degree of 
the Worſhip of the Sou conſiſt, when the fame 
outward Adoꝛ ation, and the ſame inward Sent. 
ments of Truſt and Dependence, are equally gi. 
ven to the Father and the Son? And indeed 
if both theſe Parts of Divine Worſhip are equal 


ference in the Ground of their Worſhip, ſo ne-: 
ther is there any in the Nature of their Wo- 


practiſing Equivocation in Outward Acts, or 
of a Mental Reſervation of what is thought Pe- 


Intention of the Worſhipper from the Neceſſary f pl 
Exiſtence of the Son. The former Suppolitio? WF of 


is as unworthy of the Sincerity of Divine Wor- ti 


ſhip, as the latter is Impracticable in Un-meta- WF 
phyſical Worſhippers; which certainly conſtitute WF A 
the far greateſt Part of the Chriſtian Church. in 


And therefore the ſame Degree of Divine 7 55 | lis 


ay 5 1 | 


ſhip, that is, the higheſt, is not only due to 


auch ¶ God the Father and God the Son, but is actually 


ence, Wl paid ſo (without any Abſtraction) by their Wor- 


„and ſhippers ; unleſs none but a few Philoſophers, that 


tion N can Critically adjuſt and exactly Proportionate the 


deed Intention of their Worſhip to an Abſtracted 

leta· ¶ Self-exiſtence, are to be eſteemed true Worſhip- 

ſpo· ¶ pers of God the Father. But, God be thank- 

* I this is not the hard Caſe of the Chriſtian 

d World. e 

And As to what is offered, with a Relative View, 

phy- about the Worſhip of the Son redounding to 

wil che, Glory of God the Father, it is acknowledg- 

FE. ed to be true, if rightly underſtood of the Fa- 

00, ther conſidered as the Fountain of the Divinity 

an that was Communicated to the Son from all E- 

Sel- WE ternity, whoſe Glory is now advanced by the 

ene WS Goſpel of his Son, and in whoſe Glory the Me- 

Ar- WW diatorial Kingdom of Chrjit, and the whole 

al, WW Chriſtian Diſpenſation, will finally terminate, 

ther, when God ſhall be All in All in his own Eſſential 

e Kingdom. 3 VVV 
ane e And whereas it is Inſinuated, that Prayers, and P. 324+ 
nt- eſpecially thoſe in Publick, ought Generally to be 3 

g. directed to God the Father, and not to the Son, 39 4 

leed if this be not inconſiſtent with former Conceſ-%7* 

aly WWF fions about the Worſhip of the Son, it betrays a 

Di- WWF ſtrong Inclination to lay aſide all Worſhip of 

nel- WF Him even of the Inferiour kind, tho? attended 

'0!- WF with no great Strength of Argument. For if 

; of WF the Son may be directly addreſſed by religious 
0 Worſhip at any time, he may at a times, with- 

e. out derogating from the Worſhip due to God 

and WF the Father. But indeed theſe New Authors 
nice would Act more Conſiſtently, if they 
ar) WF plainly Denied a Worſhip to be due to the Son 
ion 


of God, of which they give ſo many Intima- 


o- tions. . 
ta- In ſhort, as theſe Diſtinctions of Supreme and 
ute WW Abſolute, Inferiour and Relative Worſhip, were 
cl. invented by the more Intelligent Pagans to Pal- 
or- 


e 


> 


| lite their Idolatry; and when 3 Compoſition 
en moet 3 N38 


a5 * 


Ariane, who eau uſe them, are equally guilty 


Sacred Volume with relation to it. It is very {iranz 
and unaccountable, that Divine Revelation ſhould 


that preſcribes ſuch a Diſtinction of Worſhip, 


Vid. p. Writers betray a Conſciouſneſs of this grand De- 


352 of 
Script, 
Do8& 1ſt 
Edit. as 
Comp, 
342, 343 


©" 


£ $5 ùü 
wi made of Paganiſm and Chriſtianity by the f 
Papiſts, were ew iry by them to Excuſe: their 
Worſhip-of Images, Saints, and Angels; fo the 


of Holatry with the Pagans and Papilts, or they 
ate all equally Tuſtified and Acquitted ;. ſince the 
very ſame Reaſons for making a Diſtinction in 
Divine Worſhip- have been uſed in Common by 
/ 93D: 

I have dwelt the longer on this Diſtinction of 
Divine Worſhip from the Topick of Reaſon, be- 
cauſe the Practice of higher and lower W orſhip 
was originally derived from the Heathens, and 
was Fundamental in their Body of Divinity as 
they Acted entirely on the foot of Reaſon. 1 
now haſten to ſhew from the Holy Scripture, 
tho? in a more Compendious manner, in the 

2d Place, That there is no foundation in them 
for the Inferiour Worſhip. of a Creature. And 
this will appear more Clearly, if we Conſider it 
both in a Negative and a Poſitive manner. 
Iiſt, ThatallInferiour Worſhip is Unſcriptural, 
appears from the profound Silence of the whole 


- 


. „e e e © An ff _ HA _ 


not ſo much as intimate the leaſt Direction in an 
Affair of ſo great Conſequence, and that not one 
{ſingle Text ſhould be found in the whole Bible 


if it be juſt and lawful, not to ſay Neceflary in 
Its own Nature. But the Worſhip of a Plurality of 
Gods, Supreme and Inferiour, is no where en- 
joyned, or ſo much as permitted, in the Word of 
God. This therefore is a mere Human Inven- 
tion, and Will-worſhip. And indeed ſome late 


fect of a Scriptural Proof of an Inferiour Wor- 
ſhip, , whilſt in a pretended Scriptural Theory 
and its Vindication they principally, if not only, 
inſiſt on the Grounds of Reaſon ; I mean, the) 
endeavour to prove it by Conſequences of their 
, Own, rather than Scripture, as being Dom 


£39:Þ | 
from the Nature of Divine Worſhip, or (to 
ſpeak more properly) of an Honourable Ac- 
knowledgment of. higher or lower Excellencies 
in ſuch different Divine Objects as the Father and 
the Son. But of this I have treated already. 
 2dly, All Inferiour Worſhip is ſo very Unſcrip- 
tural, as to be abſolutely Forbid by the Inſpired 


Writers of the Old and New Teſtament. The 


Supreme God himſelf has expreſly prohibited all 
worſhip of any other Divine Being, in the Firſt 
Commandment of the Decalogue ; and in the 


Second he has forbid even all Worſhip of Him- 


ſelf by an Image. And if ſo, he has forbid 
all Inferiour worſhip, tho” paid in Concurrence 


with the Worſhip of Himſelf as the Supreme 


God. I ſhould ſwell this Diſcourſe to too great 
4 Bulk, if I made an Extract of the numerous 
Paſlages that occur in the Law of Moſes, and in its 
| beſt Commentators the Prophets, and particularly 
| Jaiah, againſt the Worſhip of the Inferiour 
Gods of the Heathens, which (as has been 
ſhewn) was an Inferiour kind of Worſhip. 
But Irather chuſe to recollect from the Rule of 
Our Faith and Practice, the New 'Teſtament, 
that St. Peter and St. 2 (however u wor- 


ſhipped by Superſtitious Men) declined the loweſt og 
Degree of religious Worſhip : And that a more 48; 14. 

| exalted Being, a glorious Angel, with an Abrupt 11. 15. 
E warmth Rebuked the Perſon that was about to Rev. 22. 
| Worſhip him, no doubt in an Inferiour Degree, 9. 


laying, See thou do it not ; Worſhip God : that is, 
Him, and none but Him. But indeed we need 
make no farther Reſearches on this Occaſion 
than into the Words of our Preſent Text, to 


evince, that all religious Worſhip is Contined to 
the Supreme God, and that by his own expreſs 


& Command, I is written, ſays our Saviour, thou 
Halt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him only ſhalt 
| ou ſerve... A Deciſive Precept, that in the moſt 


full and expreſs Terms reſtrains all religious Wor- 
!hip to the great God, and therefore effectually 


ication of an Inferiour Worſhip, 


4- +4 


ivrbids tbe App! 


(38). 

and indeed everyDegree of Worſhip to any other 
Being whatſoever. For it is not tobe imagined, 
that the Devil aſſumed Supreme Worſhip to 
Himſelf in his Temptation of our Lord; he did 
not pretend to be the God of the Univerſe, but 
only to diſpoſe of the Kingdoms of the Earth 
as given unto him. And therefore the worſhip 
he required muſt have been of an Inferiour kind, 
But our Lord not only (with a juſt Indignation) 
refuſed to pay him the demanded Inferiour wor- 
ſhip, but likewiſe ſhew'd in the words of the 
Text that all religious Worſhip whatſoever is Pe- 
Culiar to the Great and Supreme God. And left 
this ſhould be Conſidered as a mere Jewiſh Anti- 
quated Precept, (as ſome of the Socinian Wii. 
ters have had the Aſſurance to ityle it, no douht 
becauſe of its Unfriendly Aſpe& on their Cauſe)] 
I ſhall only Obſerve on this occaſion, that it is 
Precept reinforced by the Son of God himſel, 
who whilſt he Cited it with Approbation out of 
the Old Teſtament made it part of the New, and 
Ratified it afreſh by his own Divine Authority. 
But 3dly, The Vanity of this Diſtinction of 
religious Worſhip is confirmed by the Judgment 
of the Primitive Fathers, conſidered as the Ear- 
lieſt, and therefore the Beſt Commentators on the 
Holy Scriptures. It were eaſy to ſhew, if it were 
conſiſtent with the Time preſcribed me, that 
the Fathers of the Firſt Ages unanimouſly Agreed 
in their Interpretation of our Preſent Text, as 
well as Others of the ſame Import and Tenden- 
cy, namely, that thereby al religious Worſhip is 
confined to the one Supreme God and that there- 
fore the Suppoſition of an Inferiour Worſhip to be 
paidto any other Being is not only Precarious, but 
Unſcriptural and Unlawful, The Teſtimonies of 


 * Juftin, Martyr. Apolog. ad Antonin. Pium p· 63. 
Edit. Par. 1636. "Ns 5 2, & Osdy povor Set ego, 
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and even of Origen himſelf, (however ſuſpected he 
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ftin Martyr, Irenæus, Clemens Alex andrinus, 


may be on ſome Occaſions) together with Others 
of great Antiquity, might be now produced, if it 
were not toolong a 'Task to repeat their Quota- 
zions. As for the Poſt-Nicene Fathers, they over- 
flow ſo much upon this very Subject, that it 
would be an Endleſs Labour to Cite them. And 
therefore I ſhall only mention that Chryſoſtom 
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Irenæus. 1. f. c. 22. Scire autem quoniam Dominum 
Deum tuum adorare oportet, & ipſi ſoli ſervire. 

Clemens Alexand. Stromat. 1. 5. p. 604. Edit. Par. 
Eppun 58 enatev Sofa canis Axe, enotv, Icexnx- 
Kue: S- 5 Oebs ov, eg Nu. Y dune) wor A. 

Origen, cont. Celſum 1. 1. p. 10. Ed. Cant. 1658. 
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| 1 
and Theodoyet, two of the moſt Rational Perſon! 
among the Fathers, oppoſe all Diſtinction of reli 
gious Worſhip, and with a juſt Contempt reje& 
the Pagan Notion of a Greater and Leſter God: 
And that Epiphanins, a very learned Father, ex- 
poſes to ridicule the Lefler God under the Fi- 
gure of the Golden Image ſet up by Nebuchad- 
It is Confeſſed indeed, that St. Auſtin intro- 
duced a ſeeming Diſtinction of Worſhip, as Cot 
ched under the Terms X and d,, to a- 
void the Ambiguity of the word Cultus, which 
equally fienites Worſhip and mere Honour, 
He was pleaſed to Appropriate the word & 
to Religious Worſhip, and the word azz to 
Civil Worſhip or Honour. This was done 
with no bad Intention, tho“ with no good Criti- 
ciſm. For tho' it is granted that the word X 
{ipnifies only religious Worſhip throughout the 
whole New Teſtament, whatever it may other- 
_ wiſe do in the Septuagint ; yet it is certain that 
the word SN is uſed in à promiſcuous Senſe, 


See Rom. boiih with relation to God and Man, in the New 
12-11. & T'3{tament, as Well as Elſewhere. But tho? that 


att, 6. 


Fa ther was not the moſt acute Critick, tho 
ot herwiſe a Man of a piercing Wit, yet he was 
(Achat is really better than both) an eminently good 
ar id Pious Perſon. And as ſuch, he may fairly 
be Excuſed, tho' his Deſign was Unſucceſsful; 
an] his Reputation deſerves to be Clear d, tho 
only in Paſſing, from the falſe Inferences drawn 
froih his foreſaid Diſtinction by the Church of 
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Rome. For it is very Obvious to any that Will 


with due care Conſult his learned "Treatiſe De vid. L. g. 
Civitate Dei, that he uſed the word Aareva for and 10. 


all Religious Worſhip without any difference in 


Degree, and the word u for Civil Worſhip 


or Honour only. Whereas they of the Church 
of Rime, upon the falſe Pretence of the good 
Father's Authority have miſapplied his Diſtin- 
ction of Worſhip to the Defence of their own 
Idolatry, and uſed the word aT for the 
higheſt Degree of Religious Worſhip peculiar to 
God, and , for lower Degrees of Religious 


Worſhip pretended to be due to Saints and An- 


gels. To which they have moſt abſurdly added 
a Middle fort of Religious Worſhip, ſtyled 
bTzrSeniuia, as proper to the Bleſſed Virgin, 
their Favourite-Goddeſs. But this is a word as 
much unknown to St.. Auſtin, as the Religious 
Worſhip of Saints and Angels, or any other 
Created Being whatſoever. All which he oppo- 
ſed with great Zeal and Vigour in his Diſputes 
with the profeſſed Arians of the Age he lived in. 

Having thus ſhewn at large that there is no 
Ground for an Inferiour or Relative Worſhip of 
any Created Being, either in Reaſon, or Scripture, 
or Fathers: I proceed to Examine the f 

2d Evaſion of the Arians and Others ; namely, 


That the Worſhip of the Son, tho? a Created In- 
feriour God, is performed by Divine Command; 


whereas the Worſhip of Inferiour Deities by the 
Heathens was wholly Precarious, as not being 
ſupported by Divine Authority. 1 

And I ſhall endeavour to ſhew the Weakneſs of 
this Pretence under the following Propoſition : 
Namely, That Idolatry, or the Worſhip of a 
Creature, is not Criminal merely by Po/itive In- 
ſtitution, but the Turpitude of it is founded in 
Nat te it ſelf, as Other Vices are. And conſe- 


quently, that God ſhould appoint the Worſhip 
ofa Creature is an impoſſible Suppoſitibn. 
It has: been Proved under the Firſt Head of 


theſe Diſcourſes, that God has Conhned all reli- 
Sious Worſhip to himſelf, and ſtrictly forbidden 
F 


us 


2 
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us to wor ſhip the Creature beſides or with the 


" 


Creator, tho' in an Inferiour Degree, and in the 
. leaſt to ſerve thoſe that by Nature are no Gods. 


This perhaps will be granted by Some Perſons to 


be true, and that Worſhip is not Due to a Crea- 


ture. but by the particular Appointment of the 
Supreme God ; and. at the ſame time they may 
pretend that Idolatry is a thing of a Poſitive Na- 
ture, and that it depends entirely on the Arbitrary 
Will and Pleaſure of God. But this is a Notion 
that is not only Injurious, to the Honour of God, 
but that introduces the utmoſt Confuſion into the 
Moral World. For the heinouſneſs of all Vice 
and Immorality is founded in their Oppoſition 
to the Eſſential Relations of things as fixed by 
God. himſelf. Now Idolatry is a Crime of as 


. Maliznant a Nature, and as much Repugnant and 


Contradictory to thoſe Unchangeable Relations, 
as any other Species of Immorality. For as the 
true Worſhip of God is founded in the inward 


Senſe we have of the Beneficial Excellencies of 
his Nature, and the Wants and Defects of our 


Selves as we are Creatures, and therefore Indi- 
gent; ſo Idolatry is an Abſurd Miſapplication of 
the infinite Excellencies of the Divine Nature to 
a Creature, that is, a finite Depending Being, 
and therefore incapable of them. It robs God of 
that Peculiar Glory, which he neither will nor 


can give to another, without Changing the Crea- 


ture into the Creator. Now it is very evident, 
that no Creature, as ſuch, has the Divine Excel- 
lencies, and that we have no neceilary Depen-⸗ 
dence on any Creature. No Creature therefore 
can Deſerve Worſhip from us. No Being can do 
ſo but God, on whom we neceſſarily Depend, 
and who has all thoſe Excellencies that Qualify 
him for our Truſt and Dependence. The Hein- 
ouſneſs therefore of Idolatry, or Creature-wor- 
fhip, is the neceſſary Reſult of the Nature of 
God, and the Nature of all Created Beings, 
and particularly of Man, compared together. 
For Man is to be conſidered as a Reaſonable tho 
Indigent Being, both capable of e e 
or- 


* 


(43) 


he Worſhip. to God as founded in the Excellencies 
ne of his Nature, and of Miſapplying worſhip to 
ls, any Created Being, that is Eſſentially Defective, 
to as not having the Divine Perfections. And Con- 
a- | ſequently, the worſhip of God is a Duty antece- 
he dent to any Poſitive Divine Command; and 
ay the worſhip of a Created Being is a Sin antece- | 
la- dent to any Poſitive Divine Prohibition, as being ö 
ry both of them founded in the immutable Nature | 
MN of things, and not merely depending on the Ar- f 
d, bitrary Inſtitution of the Divine Legiſlator. _ f 
he If then Chriit is to be Worſhipped by Divine 
ce Command, he is no Created Being, but truly 
on God. For otherwiſe Revelation would not only _ f 
by Contradict it ſelf, but the Unchangeable Nature 


5 and Relations of things: A Suppoſition, that is 


nd WWF equally Abſurd and n pom WE 

, And again, if Chriſt is a mere Creature, the f 
be WW Worſhip of him is as Unlawful as that of any 
d Other Creature, all Creatures being Equal in f 
of WE this Reſpect. And Conſequently, the Worſhip | 
ur of Chriſt could not have been Commanded by a 
d- Cod. But ſince Chriſt is truly and properly _ ö 
o! WWE God, there can be no juſt Compariſon formed 
to Wi tetween Him as our Divine Mediator and the 
12, WE 1dol-Mediators of the Heathen World. For as 7 
o! Wi fir the Gods, the Inferiour Gods of the Heathens, 
or WF they are but Idols; but it is the Lord that made f 
a- the Heavens, and laid the Foundations of the 

it, Harth. Therefore Worſhip him, all ye Gods ; 
el- FE the precarious Inferiour Gods of the Heathen | 
n- World, that are fo far from being Gods by Nature, | f 
re that they are not conſtituted Gods by any Divine i 
io Authority. | CE TELL | | 
d, If it be faid on this Occaſton, that notwith- | ; 
fy WE ftanding all theſe Speculative Arguments, it ap- b 
n- WW pears in Fact from Holy Scripture, that the Su- 
'- WW preme God has conſtituted his Son God and | 
of WE Lord, and Commanded Divine Worſhip, to be | 
% paid to him; and that particularly it is declared, 1 
er. {| nttherefire God has highly exalted him, and phil. 2, Y 
0 WW giver him a Name which is above every Name; 9, He, , 
ve WR that at the name of Io every Knee ſhould bow, TO 2 
os © Sth eee of | 
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of things in Heaven, and things in Earth, and 


things under the Earth, &c. Lo this it may he 
Replied, that it appears from the Context that 
this was ſpoken of Jeſus Chriſt as Mediator, and 


as God-Man, who in Conſideration of his volun- 


tary Humiliation, Sufferings, and Death, was in 
that Capacity rewarded by his Father with the 
Honour of Divine Worſhip in his Human Nature, 


conſider d as Perſonally United to the Eternal | 3 


Word. This Honour therefore is not paid to 


the Human Nature of Jeſus Chriſt apart, that is, 


to him conſider'd as a Creature, but is founded 
on the Divinity as moſt intimately United to it, 
and thereby conſtituting the Perſon of Jeſus 


Chriſt as a proper Object of Worſhip. And 


Conſequently, the Worthip of him as ſuch is 


founded in the Nature of things, and is not 


Idolatry. . 
But I proceed to the 
3d. Evaſion of the Arians and Others, name- 


ly, That the Worſhip of Chriſt is not only com- 
manded by the Supreme God, but is founded in 


the Communication of the Divine Perfections to 


him by God the Father. 


It is agreed in general on both Sides, and that 
from Scripture, that the Divinity of the Son was 
Communicated to him by the Father; and it 
has been confeſſed by our Adverſaries, that the 
Son is as truly God as Man is truly Man. But 
the Orthodox contend that the Divine Proper- 
ties could not have been communicated. either in 
Time, that is; a little before, or at the Begin- 
ning of the Univerſe, or in any Part of Durati- 
on ſhort of Eternity ; ſince the' Divine Proper- 
ties could not have been Communicated without 


the Divine Eflence to ſupport them ; which if at 


all Communicated, muſt have been ſo from all 
Eternity. The Scripture indeed does not expreſly 
aſſert the Communication of Divinity to the Son 


from all Eternity; but ſince it does reveal the 


Communication of Divinity to the. Son, and at 
the ſame time declares him to be truly God, it 


neceſtarily ſuppoſes, and in eflect, and to all In- 


+ 
N 


tents 
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10 tents declares, that his Divinity was Communica- 
be ted to him from Eternity. Divine Revelation 
at indeed goes no farther ; but Reaſon then inter- 
nd poſes, and from theſe Grounds of Revelation, as 
n- compared with the Nature of things, evinces 
in that the Divine Eſſence muſt have been commu- 
he nicated with the Divine Attributes, or Properties 
re, of that Eſſence, from all Eternity. This is an 
nal Argument taken from the Nature of thoſe Pro- 
to perties. And ſurely it will be allow'd, that next 
is, to expreſs Revelation, the firmeſt Reaſonings we 
led are capable of are founded on the Divine Attri- 
it, butes. In other Words, it was impoſſible for 
ſus God to Communicate the Divine Attributes to 
nd any Created or Inferiour Being; which is the 
's very fame thing as the Communication of them 
wt Abſtractedly from the Divine Eſſence. Now 
this Impoſſibility is either Natural or Moral; and 
both kinds ſhall be conſider'd under the follow- ) 
ne- WR ing Reaſons. - ; 
m. 1. The Divine Attributes are in themſelves | 
in WF Inommunicable ; and therefore cannot be Com- . 
to municated by God to any Created Being. 0 
2. The finite and limited Nature of a Crea- | ; 
hat ture is incapable of receiving the Infinite Perfecti- ; 
vas ons or Properties of God. 5 ] 
it WF And 34h, tho' there were no ſuch natural a 
be lmpoſſibility ariſing from the reſpective Natures 
but of God and a Creature, yet there is a Moral 
ber- Impoſſibility of ſuch a Communication, namely, 
rin WE that it is incompatible with the Goodneſs and Ve- N 
in- nacity of God. FF f 
at- 1. The Divine Attributes are in themſelves | 
der- incommunicable and therefore cannot be com- 
N municated by God to any Created Being. 
at 9 


por the Divine Attributes are the peculiar 
all Properties of God by which God is really God. 
And therefore if they are. ſuppoſed to be com- 


Son WW municated to any Created Being, all Diſtinction | | 
the WW of things muſt at once be ſuppoſed to be taken | 
| at WF away. And in particular what is Created would 
, it on this Suppoſition become the Creator, by having 
In- W thoſe Properties of the Creator by which he is 


diſtin- 


. g 
* t 


„„ 
diſtinguiſhed from what is Created by him. And 
therefore, tho* it be allowed that God can do 
all things poſſible, that is, all things which do not 
imply a Contradiction; yet he cannot change 
his own Nature, or cauſe that what is Created 
ſhould become Uncreated, or the Creator him- 
ſelf; as moſt evidently it would if the Effential 
Properties of what is Uncreated were ſuppoſed 
to be Communicated to what is Created. Ibis 
Suppoſition, conſequently, would involve the 
Contradiction of a thing's having at once the 
Eſſential Properties of a Creature and of a Crea- 
tor; that is, of being a Creature and Creator 
at the ſame time; which is too palpable an Ab- 
ſurdity, and too glaring a Contradiction, ever to 
be admitted on any Pretence whatſoever. 
And indeed the fore-mentioned Suppoſition 
would have ſuch a fatal Influence on the Practice 
of all Divine Worſhip, as to render it the most 
Uncertain thing imaginable as to the Object of 
it; and muſt therefore neceſſarily tend to the 
{apping the Foundation of Divine Worſhip, and 
conſequently of all Religion : Since as it would 
deſtroy all Diſtinction between the Creator and 
his Creatures, what is Applicable only to the 
Creator would thus be Applied to Creatures, up- 
on the Transferring of his peculiar Attributes to 
any of them. | 

But the unhappy Conſequence of this Suppoſi- 
tion does not terminate here, but is of ſo Diffu- 
five a nature as to weaken, if not "ſubvert, the 
very beſt Argument we have for the Being of a 
God. For the moſt natural Idea we have of 
God is, that he is the Creator of all things; and 
from the Wiſdom, Power, and Goodneſs, that 
appear ſo brightly in all Parts of the viſible 
World, we juſtly infer there is a Creator of them, 
who is inveſted with thoſe Perfections in an Infi- 
nite Degree. But if God be ſuppoſed to Com- 
municate his Creating Power to any other Being, 
which as Diſtin& from Himſelf mult neceſſarily be 
a Creature, (there being no aſſignable Medium) 
the moſt perſwaſive Proof of the Being of aGod 
OD e © 5 AT „ : ER con- 
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conſider d as Creator, is by this Conceſſion ; 

namely, of a Creature's becoming a Creator, 

render d highly Dubious, if not entirely ſubverted ; 
and can indeed be ſucceeded by nothing but an 

| Univerſal Scepticiſm. However, the learned Au- 


E thor of the Scripture-Doctrine cannot poſſibly be Vid. iſt. 
concerned in this Conſequence, ſince as he has Vl. of Le- 
Þ elſewhere excellently proved the Being of a God ur, Vid. 


3 


ſo has he elſewhere acknowledged the Impoſſibili- 2d pol. p. 
ty of Communicating his Creating Power. 


ult. 


But to place the fore-mention'd Suppoſition in 


It is Agreed upon by the moſt thoughtful Per- 


I ſons that have Cultivated Philoſophy both in the 


5 


Antient and Modern way, how much ſoever they 
may otherwiſe ditter, that the Properties of any 


_ = © 
1 
1 


thing cannot be Transferred from the Eſſence 
from which they flow to another Eſſence. Thus 
ve cannot but conceive ſome N in God, 
to which belong Eſſentially in 

Power, and Goodnels, as the Properties of his Na- 
ture; in the ſaine manner as the Properties or Eſ- 
ſential Qualities of any Created Being cannot be 
Conceived to Exiſt in it without ſome Subſtra- 
um or Sub ſtance. And as theſe Eſſential Quali- 
ties, taken together with the ſuppoſed Subſtance, 
make every thing to be what it is, and diſtin- 


nite Wiſdom, 


guiſh it from all other Beings; ſo the infinite 


Perfections of God, conſider'd together with his 
Vubſtance, (of which we have as much an Idea in 
general, as of any Created Subſtance) conſtitute 
the nature of God, and diſtinguiſh him from all 


other Beings. And as the Eſſential Qualities of 
any Created Being cannot be Communicated to 


E another Creature without Deſtroying its own 
W Nature; (for otherwiſe a thing would be the ſame 


and not the ſame at once) ſo the Eſſential Perfec- 
tions of God cannot be imparted to another Be- 
ung entirely Diſtinct from him, but are really In- 
cCommunicable as Conſtituting God what he is, 
| Who otherwiſe would be God and not God at the 
| fame time. And more eſpecially cannot the Per- 


Vid. Locks Eſſav. Chapt. about 5 ubſtance, and 1 
tons Pr incip. p. 483. fections 


298. Ed. 


FF 
fections or Eſſential Properties of God be Com- 
municated to any Created Eſſence, ſince the Di- 
vine Properties cannot be conceived to exiſt with- 
out their proper Subſtance ; that is, they being In- 
finite muſt belong to an Infinite Subſtance, and 
A& accordingly ; and therefore can never be Com- 
municated to a finite Eſſence, fince their Exiſt- 


_ ence in it is incompatible with their own Infinite 
nature. 


_ 2dly, The finite and limited nature of a Crex- 
ture is incapable of receiving the infinite Perfe&i- 
ons of God. | 


For the Properties of every thing, which (as has 
been ſhewn) ariſe from and depend upon its par- 


ticular Subſtance, cannot but be Commenſurate 
and bear a juſt Proportion to its own Subſtance, 
And if fo, thoſe Properties that are ſuited to the 
Subſtance of one thing can never be ſuited to the 
Subſtance of another thing of a different kind 
For then they would not only be of the very 
ſame Nature, and not of two difierent Natures, 


(as is ſuppoſed) but the very ſame thing, as ha: 


ving the very ſame Numerical Properties. And 
this Reaſoning will be the ſtronger, the more 
diherent the Properties are. And no Properties 


can poſſibly be more diflerent, than thoſe of an 
Infinite and Finite Nature. If therefore the Infi- 


nite Perſections of God, which are his Properties, 
ariſe from and neceſſarily require an Infinite Sub- 
ſtarice, it is impoſſible that thoſe Perfections 
ſhould be ſo received by any Finite Subſtance, as 
to render it their proper Subject. But it ſeems 
plain, that the Divine Perfections ariſe from and 
neceſſarily require an Infinite Subſtance. For In- 
ſtance, the Divine Omniſcience and Omnipotence 
are never to be Conceived without the Infinite 
Subſtance of God]; ſince nothing can Act Virtually 
at a Diſtance, and much leſs every where. And 
accordingly the Infinite Subſtance of God is Alter- 


Vid. Nen- ted by the greateſt Philoſopher of the Preſent, or 
ion sotinc. perhaps any Preceding Age If therefore the Dr 
Math. p. vine Omniſcience and Omnipotence were ſuppoſed 
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God to a finite Created Subſtance, they would 
ceaſe to be thoſe Attributes, and could not Act as 
ſuch; ſince they muſt then Act Virtually thro out 
the Univerſe; which is an impoſſible Suppoſi- 
tion. And conſequently, a Created Being, which 
is therefore ofa limited Capacity however exalted 


| it may be, can never be ſuppoſed to be inveſted 
| yith the Attributes of Omniſcience and Omni- 


potence, to Qualify it for Creating, Governing, 


and Judging the World; which are things affir- 
$ med by the Arians of Jeſus Chriſt, tho“ ſuppoſed 


by them to be a Created Being. 


But what 1s Supreme Power, if it is not exer- 
ted in Creating the World? Or how can the 


World be Governed, without the Omnipreſence 


of an Infinite Subſtance, as Commenſurate to its 


8 Wiſdom and Knowledge? Or how ſhall Chriſt 
judge the World, if he be a finite Created 
being, which as ſuch is incapable of theſe Su- 


preme Perfections ſo neceſſary to an Univerſal 


CC 
I know but of two Objections to all this, 
vbich I am not afraid to mention, ſince 1 think 


they admit of a juſt Solution. And the Firſt is, 


W That it is Evident from Mathematical Demon- 


ſtration, that there are aſſignable Infinites that are 


EF infinitely Unequal to one another, and that there 
ie ſome Infinites equal to certain Finites. And 
therefore a Finite Subſtance may be ſuited, or ſup- 
poſed Equal, to Infinite Attributes. But to this 
it may be Replied, that the Infinites demonſtra- 
ed by Mathematicians to be Unequal to one a- 
nother, or equal to certain Finite Quantities, are 
not Abſolute Infinites, but Infinites only in ſome 
Ertain Reſpects, and not in all; that is, are not In- 
fnites in the higheſt and moſt proper Senſe of 
the Word. Theſe are Infinites therefore which 


0 not come up to the Preſent Caſe, in which 


che Divine Perfections of Power and Knowledg, 
| © Abſolute, Supreme, and Infinite in all Reſpects, 

ate neceſſarily required. D 
| * Phe 2d Objection is, that fnothing hinders but 


t a Created Being, for Inſtance, a Prophet, 
os 98 "may - 


8) 
may be Inſpired. by God to an es degree, 
or (in other Words) may receive Infinite Power, 
and Infinite Knowledg from God, if he plea- 
{cs to Communicate them. It is pretended, that 
all Power may be imparted to him by God, as 
well as a Power to work Miracles; and that all 
Knowledg may likewife be fo ;. as well as the 
Knowledg of Future Events. And therefore if 
no boundscan be ſet to Power and Knowledg az 
Communicable to him by God, why may not a 
Prophet be ſuppoſed to have a Capacity of receiv- 
Infinite Power and-Knowledg from God 2? 
Io this I Anſwer, That tho? it ſhould be ſup- 
poſed that God would Inſpire a Prophet not Oc- 
caſionally, (as he uſually does) but Conſtantly and 
without Interruption, - yet it mult likewiſe be 
ſuppoſed that he would be Inſpired by God a. 
greeably to the Capacity of a Creature, which is 
acknowledged to be Finite and Limited. He can- 
not give an Unlimited Capacity to what is Effen- 
_ tially Limited. And tho' God may be ſuppoſed 
to give an Indefinite Power and Knowledg to a 
Creature, yet he cannot give to it his own Actu- 
ally Infinite Power and Knowledge ; becauſe what 
Power and Knowledge a Creature, as ſuch, is ca- 
Pable of, it is only Capable of Succeſſively. Such a 
Being can only know and Act gradually, and by 3 
| Succeſſion of Ideas and Motions, with regard {to 
Different Objects. A Creature indeed may if 
God pleaſes, inceflantly receive new Additions | 
of Power and Knowledg thro'out all its future 
Duration; but can never receive thoſe Perfections 
as they are in God, that is, as they are Actually In- 
finite from and to all Eternity, in him who is the 
very ſame Invariable Being thro out all Eternity. 
But 3dly, tho* there were no ſuch Natural 
impoſſibility ariſing from the reſpective Natures 
of God and a Creature, yet there is a Myra} Im- 
poſſibility of the Communication of the Divine 
Attributes abfiractedly from the Divine Eſſence; 
namely, that it is Incompatible with: the Goode. 
and Veracity of God. 


And 


. 
| And rſt, 6 70 a Communication of the Divine 
Attributes to a Creature is incompatible wi e 
Goodneſs of God, oa F 10 ; wy GE? 
For it is not poſſible for the Goodneſs of God 
to uſe any Method that has a Tendency to De- 
ceive Men of honeſt and Sincere Minds. But the 
Communication of the Divine Attributes or Per- 
fections, without the Divine Eſſence, has plainly 
ſuch a Tendency. For ſince thoſe Perfection 
are Properties of the Divine Nature or 
Eflence, the Divine Nature is neceſſarily Sup- 
poſed Whereſoever they are. But the Separation 
of them from the Divine Nature, and the Com- 
munication of them to a Created Being, are ſo 
contrary to the immutable Relations of things, 
s to introduce the greatelt Diſorder into Nature 
and Morality, and give Occaſion to the Wor- 
| ſhip of a Created Being ynder the Specious Ap- 
| pearance of worſhipping what is Divine. For 
ſince it is not poſſible for Man to Diſtinguiſh 
between the Appearance of the Divine Excellen- 
| cles and their being united to the Divine Eſſence, 
he muſt be naturally led into Errour, even the 
heinous Exrour of Idolatry, by the Appearance 
| of the Diving Excellencies when Communicated 
to a Creature, which would otherwiſe Claim the 
Worſhip of Men as ſuppoling the Divine Eflence 
to attend them. So that the Deception conſiſts 
in the Application of the Diyine Perfections, 
without the Divine Eſſencę or Subſtance, to 4 
Created Being. And this is a Fallacy unavoid- 
| ably put upon Men, after God has declared that 
there is no other God beſides himſelf, and after 
his expreſs Prohibition of the Worſhip of any 
other God, or of any Repreſentation of Him- 
{elf But what is the ſuppoled Abſtraction of the 
Divine Perfections, and the placing them on any 
Created Object, but the making a Repreſenta- 
tion of God both in Heaven and Earth as the 
Object of Worſhip by Divine Command, after 
170 God had expreſly forbid the Worſhip of any 
epreſentation o fhim in Heaven and in Earth 2 
This looks like deceiving Men into Idolatry, 
. be! G23 Fg | ] 
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in the very ſame manner as in the pretended fin 
7 4 Rant ae the Bread and Wine in the 
Euchariſt. In the one the Qualit ies or Accidents 
are ſuppoſed to remain without their proper Sub- 
ſtance ; and this is a Trick put upon the Senſes, 
Fa the other, the Divine Perfections, or Eſſen- 
tial Qualities, are ſuppoſed to be Transferred to a 
Finite Subſtance, and therefore to Exiſt without 
their proper Subſtance ;- and this is an Impoſition 
on the Underſtanding. But they both Agree 
in this; that the Worſhip of them both is equal- 
ly Idolatrous, ſince the Divine Nature or Sub- 
{tance is in neither of them. But God can no 
more Deceive than be Deceived himſelf. He has 
expreſly forbid the Worſhip of any Being but 
Himſelf; and therefore his Goodneſs cannot ad- 
mit of Deceiving Men into the worſhip of any 
% 8 
2dly, Such a Communication of the Divine 
Attributes to a Creature is incompatible with the 
Veracity of Gd. „ 


. 


For however it may be Replied to the Preced- 
ing Argument that it is an Uſeleſs Speculation, 
{ince God has declared in the Goſpel that his Son 

is Veſted with the Divine Perfections, and that 
he has Supreme Dominion, and is therefore Qua- 
lified with Omnipotence and Omniſcience for the 
Exerciſe of it: To this I Anſwer, that it is very 
true that God has fo declared in the Goſpel that he 
bas Communicated to his Son thoſe Divine Per- 
fections; but he has no where declared that he 
has Communicated to his Son thoſe Divine Per- 
fections Abſtractedly from the Divine Eſfenee or 

Subſtance. On the Contrary he has Revealed 

that his Son is God : which, in Conſequence 

of the Divine Nature, moſt reaſonably im- 
plies that the Divine Eſſence or Subftance, 

Which is the Foundation of all the Divine 

Perfections, has been Communicated to the Son 

together with thoſe Perfections. But belices 

this, what J particularly aim at under this Head 1s 
to ſhew, that ſince God has ſet forth his Son as an 

Object of Divine Worſhip his Son is truly God, 

JJ ieee 
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el N snes the Veracity of Godis engaged chat he wii 
the not preſcribe Divine Worſhip to any Being that 


is not truly God. ö For he has aſſured us, that 
there is no other God beſides himſelf, that he 


ſes, gong of his Honour, and will not give his 
en- Glory to another, that is, he will not Commu- 
o 2 nicate ſuch Glory to any other Being, as to raiſe 
out it to a Participation of Divine Worſhip which is 
ion tte Peculiar Glory of God. So that God (with 
res all due Reverence be it ſpoken) has really De- 
12l- WS barred and Precluded himſelf from entitling any 
ub- being to Divine Worſhip that is not God by 
no Nature. And therefore it is Morally Impoſſible 
ha that God ſhould Deify any Creature, and ex- 
but alt it to Divine Worſhip „ ſince he has 
ad- enęaged his Word not to do ſo. And indeed the 
any pPerſon Suppoſed by ſome to be a Creature, has 
W himſelf Commanded us in the Preſent Text #6 
ine vp the Lord our God, and Serve him only. 
the WWE A Command ſo Emphatical and Expreſs, as to 
WE afure us that he himſelf that ſpoke it is the 
ec - Lord our God, that is, true God by Nature, 
on, or elſe that he Diſclaims all Title to religious 
don Worſhip, and after ſo plain a Declaration would 
hat . Condemn the Werſhippers of Himſelf for Ido- 
vi- WF hatry upon the Arian Scheme of his being an 
the Exalted Created Being. e 
ery [ ſhall not Diflemble an Objection made from 
he WE Scripture, in favour of the Suppoſition of God's 
e- Power to appoint what Created Being he plea- 
he ſes to Receive Religious Worſhip, whenever he 
er- has placed his Name upon it. And it is drawn 


or from the Worſhip that was frequently paid by 
ied WF the Patriarchs and their Poſterity to an Angel, 
ce WF emphatically ſtyled the Angel of the Preſence of 
m- God; and this with the Approbation of God 


ce, himſelf. But the Anſwer to it is no leſs Ealy . 
ine WW than Convincing; namely, that not only the 
on moſt Ancient Fathers, as well thoſe before the 
des WW Council of Nice as after it, are Unanimous in 
| 15 aſſerting that the Angel of the Divine Preſence or 
an Shecinah was no Creature but the Eternal Word 
od, himſelf; but there are a great many Intimations 
ice Cf.... $1 1, + 70 Boe 
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giyen us in Holy Scripture that this Angel wi 
no Created Being, and therefore was a prope 
Object of Adoration. And ſurely the univerſi 
Concurrence of the ancient Chriſtian Father 
with the Scripture it ſelf is an Argument of ng 
ſmall Authority, but is really Deciſive. of thy 
Point now Conteſted... 1 ro 
And again, I expect it will be faid on thi 
Occaſion, that the Argument now offerred 
is Metaphyfical, whereas we are only concert- 
ed with what is Scriptural. But ſurely the Pa. 
trons of the foreſaid Scriptural Theory can. 
| not with 2 good Grace advance this Objection 
ahgeainſt the Argument here made uſe of to evince 
| the Impoſſiblility of the Divine Atttibutegs being 
Communicated to or Received by a Created Be- 
ing; ſince that Theory however ſtyled Scripty- 
ral, is really founded on the moſt Abſtracted and 
Meztaphyfical thing in the World, namely, the 
Self-Exiftence of the Deity. Surely if a Metz 
phyſical Principle be allow'd. of on one Side, and 
that too in an avowꝰd Scripture-Theory , a Me. 
taphyſical Argument not diſagreeable to Scripture, 
and offered in Subſerviency to one of a Moi 
Nature, may be juſtly allow'd on the other Side: 
Since this is an Argument founded on the Ne- 
ture of God, diſcovered either by the Light of 

| Reaſon or Divine Revelation. And after all the 

| Odium that has been caſt in this Diſpute on that 

| innocent Word, Metaphyfical, it is Certain that if 

| the Nature of God be treated of at all, it can be 
no otherwiſe than in a Metaphyſical and Ab- 
RX {tracted Manner. For the very Subject it ſelf re- 

| quires it ſhould be ſo treated. And therefore 

| when ſuch Enquiries into the Nature of God are 

| Agreeable to Scripture, it is not the Imputation 

| 7 of their being Metaphyſical that can derogate 

| from their truth and uſefulneſs. And that M-- 

| taphyſical Arguments are thought highly Valu- 
= able, when they are Subſervient to a Favourite-Hy- 
potheſis, is moſt evident in the fo frequently incui- 

cated Inſtance of the S2lj-Exiftence of God, as 
the main Foundation of the late Scripture-Do c- 

rine of the Trinity, tho” nothing can be more Ab- 
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ſtracted and Metaphyfical, © lt 
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opel it is therefore the Reſult of the whole, that fiice 
eral the Divine perfections, abſtractedly from the Divine 
hers ffſence, could neither be Conimunicated to nor receiv'd 
f no by any Being, the Suppoſition of ſuch a Communication 
the to the Son of God is not only Abſurd in it ſelf, but 
conſtitutes him an Idol, and the Worſhip of him 
this WW bentigbt Idolatry. And , Conſequently, Arianiſm, 
reel which neceſſarily ſuppoſes ſuch a Communication, is 
| ply charged with Idolatry. And 1 hope then, I need 
n oe Add, that it ought not only t be Rejeted as 
Pe. ill-founded Speculation, but Detefted and Abhor- 
Can- WH ted as a flagrant Immorality and groſs Corruption of ſo 
Xion _ and Fundamental a thing as Divine Wor- 
r | 121.5 608 
low And again, it is a Neceſſary Inference from the whole; 
Be. bat fince the Divine Perfections have Confeſſedly been 
= Communicated to the Son, and ſince (as has been pro- 
Feed) they could not have been Communicated to him 
and Abſtractedly from the Divine Eſſence, they have not 
the been Communicated to him either in Time or from 
merely Indefinite Duration; but both the Divine Eſ- 
ſence and the Divine Attributes have been Communi- 
tated to the Son of God from all Eternity; by 
which Communication he is properly the Son of God, 
truly and Eſſentially God with God the Father; and 
yet without a Plurality of Gods, as being One by Na- 
ture with the Supreme God. And indeed this Account 
is not only Agreeable to the Senſe of the Catholick 


ſecuring the Honour of Divine Worſhip under Chrifti- 
anity from the Contempt of Infidels. A 

Let us then, to Conclude this Diſcourſe, Reſolve to 
bold faſt the Profeſſion of our Faith, the Ancient Catho- 
lick Faith, withour wavering. After ſo many Ages paſt, 
it is certainly too late to make Innovations in a Doct- 


pute. If the new pretended Scriptural Scheme be nothing 
monly, tho' not very properly, is reputed) the ſame 
Fate will probably attend it, as has in Fact the Tychonian 


dyſtem: but moſt Men converſant in that part of 
Learning, if not All, embrace either the —— or 


Church, but is the beft and moſt ſatisfactory Method of 


rine ſo Eſſential to the Chriſtian Religion. And we. 
need not Doubt of Succeſs in the final Iſſue of this Diſ- 


elſe but 4rianiſm, or (as has been hinted before) Eu- 
nomianiſm Diſguiſed, it has been already Condemned 
and Triumphed over by the Catholick Church. And if 
it be Conſidered as a ſort of Semi- Arianifm, (as it com. 


Syſtem of the Word. There are now but few Learned 
Men, if any, that Approve of that Middle ſort of 
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Sa end im en i fetvrenl we 
10 ohn 5. Thy that is, this Jeſus Chrift zs rhe true God this Perfon it 
ZB . Tet us keep aur, ſelves from Tdots, And 
[== therefore kor pur OWn Sake, | 

= e moft Comfortable Doctrines in the Chriſtian Religi- 


| ty. Andi inthe Words of the Beloyed Diſciple, and with 
1 RNevelzt. , leſſing, and Honour, and 
eat. Gor, and Power, to Him that ſizteth on the Throne, and 10 


a *. N ; 0 : f p 
$+13» the Lamb, for ever and ever. Amen. 
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